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The New County Court Judge. 

BONUS RECORD. Tue Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster has transferred 
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1896 38/- % and has appointed to the Preston County Court Mr. ADAM 
Re = ” Spencer Hoe, who has for the last two years been stipen- 


1901 S8/-% ,, “ diary magistrate at Salford. Mr. Hopnouser has thus followed 


1906 38/- the precedent set when Judge CLUER was transferred from a 
1911 38/- Metropolitan police court to the county court bench. We 
f ” ” have no reason to doubt thaf Mr. Hoce will competently fill 

- ——- his new office, but it may be suggested that such transfers ought 

not to be frequent. The magistrateships are filled by barristers 


WHOLE LIFE ASSURANCE AT MINIMUM COST UNDER with different ee a thoe hae ay are expected 

in a county court judge, and while, in particular instances, a man 

THE SOCIETY’S PERFECTED MAXIMUM TABLE. may do well in both capacities, yet the “result is not likely tu 
ee make for the efficiency of the county court bsach as a whole. 


ALL CLASSES OF LIFE ASSURANCE AND The New County Court Rules. 
ANNUITIES GRANTED. aL E PRINT elsewhere a set of new County Court Rules, W.i¢) 
| will come into fores on the 12th of May. The most important 
change is that which authorizes the allowance on taxation of fees to 
ESTATE Policies are granted at specially low rates | two counsel, thus getting rid of the decision in Bates v. Gorda 
——eee | for Non-Profit Assurances, and these are Hotels (1913, 1 K. B. 631) This is done as part of a consolida- 
DUTIES. particularly advantageous for the purpose [| #00 and extension of the several existing rules, which provides 
—————— of providing Death Duties and portions || for the allowance in important cases of costs In excess of those 
for younger children. ate by = — a ae — ~ - . 
Wie oe ee 9 ‘ a special costs has be2n made by Count ourt Rules, Orda. 
LOANS. prone Ph, alee ag Sel = Da, r. 27, in cases under the bs. Pr jurisdiction ; by Ord. 53, 
ali Se ea ie ee r. 8, in equity matters and actions in which title to land comes 
cen on uae ake in question, and certain other matters ; and by Ord. 53, r. 45, in 
minimum of delay. cases of special difficulty, importance, or int-rest under the 
. | Rivers Pollution Prevention Acts, 1876 and 1893; but only 
a |under the last rule was there any allowance for more than one 
HEAD OfFIce: 10, FLEET ST., LONDON,E.C. |} couns:!l. Those various rules, and also Ord, 39, r. 113, as to 
special costs in Admiralty actions, and Ord. 51, r, 28, in matters 
under the transferred Stannaries Jurisdiction, are annulled, and 


20 


” ” 




















436 


THESOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


April 19, 1913. 








a single rule (Ord. 53, r. 8) will henceforth regulate generally 
all allowance of special costs. 


Costs of Two Counsel. 

THE SPECIAL items which have hitherto been allowed 
under Ord. 53, r. 8, may be allowed by the judge in any case 
in which the costs are taxed under columns B or C; and the 
special increases allowed under Ord 22a, r. 27, may be allowed 
by the registrar, subject to review by the judge, on taxations 
under column C, in cases where there is a real contest, or where 
the judge certifies under section 119 of the County Courts Act, 
1888 ; that is, where he certifies that there is novelty or 
difficulty of law, or that the matter is of importance to a class, 
or of public interest. Moreover, the rule hitherto applying to 
Rivers Pollution cases is extended to the cases just mentioned ; 
where, that is, the costs are taxed under column C, and there is 
a real contest or a certificate under section 119 ; and the judge, on 
consideration of the facts of the case, may certify for the allowance 
of fees to more counsel than one. This will carry also fees to 
solicitor for additional briefs and attendance on counsel, and 
for appointing and attending consultations. The change is likely 
to accelerate the growing importance of county courts and of the 
business done in them. 


Payment into Court of Part of Debt. 

OF THE remaining rules attention may be called to rule 2, 
which adds a new paragraph to Ord. 9, r. 13, and extends to 
certain payments into court the provisions of Ord. 9, r. 20 (7) 
with respect to payments made to the plaintiff. Under the 
practice of the High Court, as settled by Hughes v. Justin (1894, 
1 Q. B. 667), when a debt is reduced by payment after writ, 
judgment ny default can only be entered for the balance. The 
same principle was applied by County Court Rules, Ord. 9, 
r. 20 (7), to county court actions where the defendant makes a 
payment to the plaintiff, and the plaintiff can then only enter 
judgment for what he recovers in excess of the payment. This 
means that, if the excess is less than £10, the judgment need not 
be registered (County Courts Act, 1883, s. 183) ; but there is no 
similar provision for the case where the defendant adopts the 
more regular course of paying into court, and this omission is 
now supplied. Whether he pays to the plaintiff direct or into 
court, judgment will be entered only for the balance, and 
if this is under £10 registration is avoided. A creditor, how- 
ever, is not bound to receive a sum on account, and hitherto it 
has not been clear that the debtor was entitled to pay a sum on 
account into court. The question arose in Jie Miller (191 
3 K. B. 1), and the Court of Appeal, without deciding it, he 
that, after the money had been in fact paid in, so as to reduce 
the debt below £50, a bankruptcy notice could not be issued. 
At the same time it was suggested that the matter should be 
made clear by the rules. This is now done, and the new rule 3 (to 
be known as Ord. 23, r. 12), expressly allows payment into 
court on account, save that if the amount exceeds £20, and there 
is no order for payment by instalments, the creditor will be 
entitled to prevent this, and to direct the registrar not to receive 
such payment. It is pointed out in the explanatory memoran- 
dum prefixed to the new rules, that, in the great majority of 
cases, plaintiffs will be satisfied to receive part payment ; in the 
few cases in which tl ey insist on having all or nothing, they will 
be placed in the same position as if they had obtained judgment 
in the High Court. The new rules also revise the rules as to 
appeals under the Finance Act, 1910, s. 33, so as to bring them 
into accordance with the revised R.S.C. on the same matter, and 
provide a proper reference number for the rule of last December 
as to applications under the Finance Act, 1912, s. 2, for the 
apportionment of the increase in the licence duties. 


The New Workmen’s Compensation Rules. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a set of new rules which have been made 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. Rule 1 makes 
an alteration in r. 24 of the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 
1907, suggested by the case of Nettleingham & Co. v. I’cvrell & Ce. 
(1913, 1 K. B. 113). An employer called upon %> pay com- 


pensation may have a claim to indemnity agains‘ a third party, 





Act of 1906, but, as was held in that case, it is not a condition 
precedent to such proceeding that he has served a third party 
notice under rule 24, though his omission to do so renders it 
necessary for him to prove everything de novo in his action 
against the third party. The present rule 1 substitutes a new 
paragraph 1 in rule 24, and enables the employer to file a notice 
in accordance with rule 19 ; the effect will be that the third party 
will be bound by the arbitration to the extent provided in rule 24, 
The new rules 2 to 7 provide for notice of memoranda of agree- 
ments, in cases in which the workman is an insured person being 
sent to the Insurance Commissioners, and that the commissioners 
can themselves send memoranda for registration. Rule 8 gives 
power to the judge to suspend weekly payments, wholly or partially, 
pending an application to review the payments, and is in accord- 
ance with the opinions expressed in Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Co. v. Boots (1909, 2 K. B. 640). In Popple v, 
Frodingham Iron Co. (1912, 2 K.B, 141) it was held that the judge is 
not bound to record a memorandum cf an agreement which is spent, 
and it is provided that the present rule 8—which is to be r. 55a 
of the principal rules—is nct to prejudice his power to refuse to 
record such a memorandum. Rule 9 enables the judge to refer 
questions as to the application of money paid into court to the 
registrar for inquiry and report Rule 10 is in accordance with 
Ibrahim Said v. Melsford (1910, 3 B. C. C. 233), where it was beld 
that a party served with notice of an application for leave to issue 
execution is entitled to be heard and to shew cause why it should 
not issue. The rule replaces r. 67 of the principal rules, and 
regulates the notice to be given and the hearing of the applica- 
tion. 


The Public Trustee’s Report. 

Tue Pustic Trustees, in his fifth annual report, which has 
just been issued, shews natural pride in the fact that his de- 
partment is now paying its way, and in the increasing funds 
which are ceming under his control. The first two years 
shewed a deficiency. This, of course, was to be expected. 
Expenses were being incurred before receipts came in. ‘The 
third year ended this difficulty, and in the past year the re- 
ceipts have been £43,116 and the expenses £37,573, leaving 
a surplus of £5,543. The fees are made up in the main of 


capital fees, income fees, and investment fees. The 
capital fees on acceptance were £22,805, and on dis- 
tribution £2,670, the income fees £10,447, and_ the 


investment fees £6,533. In the past year 1,364 cases were 
accepted, of a total value of £12,067,535. The value of 
the property now under the Public Trustee’s control is nearly 
36 millions, and if all the business which has been negotiated 
comes in, the funds in hand or in sight amount to over 92 
millions,’ Estates of small value, however, have not been 
neglected. ‘The department now has 1,736 trusts under £2,000 
in value, with a total value of £1,148,505 and an average value 
of £661. 


The Public Trustee’s Investment Department. 


THE SMALL cases in the Public Trustee’s office consist to an 
increasing extent of funds awarded to infants as damages. 
These are paid to the Public Trustee under R.S.C., Ord. 22, r. 15. 
There are now 393 active cases on the books, representing some 
700 children. In such cases the utility of the depar: ment may 
be readily acmitted, and also in such a matter as the 7iflanw 
fund. This amounted to £413,201, and the Public Trustee, 
at the request of the Mansion House Committee, undertook its 
administration as co-trustee with the Lord Mayor for the time 
being. A trust deed has been drawn up embodying the scheme 
of permanent administrati n, and the fund has passed into the 
ordinary work of the department, assisted by local committees. 
Prominence is given in the report to the investment department 
The Public Trustee prides bimself on having organized this so 28 
to make it possible to secure the highest possible rate of interest. 
“Trained minds,” he says, “are brought to bear upon the in- 
vestments comprised in each trust, with the result that, if 
experience and method count for anything, those who utilize 
the services of the Public Trustee should reap an advantage. 
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average return of £3 16s. 4d. p.c., and from non-trustee 
investments £4 5s. 9d. These figures are not, perhaps, so high 
as to call for special remark, and with the funds at his disposal 
for investment it is natural that the Public Trustee should 
make a special feature of this work. But it must not be 
supposed that sound investment depends upon such a depart- 
ment as he describes. The Public Trustee has no better 
means for investing than an ordinary trustee acting on the 
advice of his solicitor and stockbroker, and while the business 
which the office has attracted goes far to justify its existence, 
the advantage in most cases will remain on the side of private 
trusts. 


The Right of Trial by Jury. 

Ever since Magna Carta declared that no freeman should 
be deprived: of his life, liberty or chattels, except by the 
judgment of his peers, our common law courts have 
preserved with jealousy the right of either plaintiff or 
defendant to have questions of fact determined by a jury 
and not by a judge. Equity, indeed, which is the system 
administered in a Court of Conscience, was always distrustful of 
the plain man’s capacity to decide even matters of fact, and now 
by the Ru'es of the Supreme Court “Causes or matters assigned 

. «. tothe Chancery Division shall be tried by a judge with- 
out a jury unless the court or a judge shall otherwise order 
(Urd. 36, r. 3). At first, indeed, after the Judicature Act, 1873, 
an exactly opposite principle prevailed ; the old rule 3 gave parties 
in the CLancery Division the right to a jury on questions of fact, 
whereas the court had only a discretion (under Ord. 26) to 
direct a trial without a jury. It is now settled that in the 
Chancery Division the normal mode of trial in that division is 
without a jury, and the onus is on the plaintiff, if he wishes a jury, 
to shew some cause for this proposed departure from the normal 
rule: Attorney-General v. Vyner (38 W. R. 194). In the King’s 
Bench Division and the Admiralty Division, on the other hand, the 
boot is on the other leg. In six cases either party has an absolute 
right to a jury of which no court can deprive him—slander, libel, 
false imprisonment, malicious prosecution, seduction, and breach 
of promise (Ord. 36, r. 2). In all other causes of action where 
issues of fact are at stake, either party possesses the same right 
toa jury on the issues of fact, but subject to two exceptions. 
Under rule 5 of the same Order “The court or a judge may 
direct the trial without a jury of any cause, matter or issue 
requiring any prolonged ex»mination of documents and accounts, 
or any scientitic or local investigation which cannot in their or 
his opinion conveniently be made with a jury.” Again, under 
tule 4, the court may direct a trial without a jury of any issue 
of fact, in a proper case, if prior to the Judicature Acts it could 
have done so without the consent of the yarties. The second 
exception takes out of the 1ule the original jurisdiction of the 
Admiralty Division—i.c., its jurisdiction to try actions in rem, 
which prior to the Judicature Acts was its sole jurisdiction in 
collision cases. Accordingly, when an action is brought against 
the owner of a ship for collision, salvage, or otherwise, the trial 
is by the judge and the Elder Bretbren, and there is no right to 
trial by jury on behalf of the plaintiff; for such an action is a 
proceeding in rem and part of the Admiralty Court’s former 
exclusive jurisdiction. But the same collision may give rise to 
an action in personam as well—against the pilot or other in- 
dividual accused of causing the collision by his negligence. Such 
an action is not part of the original jurisdiction of the Admiralty 
Division; it is an ordinary common law action for negligence 
and can be tried in either King’s Bench or Admiralty as the 
result of the fusion into one court brought about by the Judicature 
Acts. Hence, rule 4 does not take away the right to trial by jury 
in such a case; neither does rule 5, since it is nota “ matter 
requiring scientific or local investigation.” The plaintiff, there- 
fore, so the Court of Appeal has just decided in Metropolitan 
Asylums Board v. Sparrow (Times, 15th inst.), is entitled, as of 
right, toa jury. For reasons of convenience in this cass the court 
made a further order, consolidating and transferring to the 
King’s Bench Division two actions commenced in respect of 
the collision which was the subject-matter of the proceedings—an 
_ in rem against the ship and one in personam against the 
pilot. 





Actions for Libel. 


PERHAPS the commonest point which actually arises in every- 
day litigation is the apparently simple question whether a certain 
matter which is in issue between the parties is an issue of law or 
an issue of fact. Upon this turn the respective functions of 
judge and jury, the right of appeal in an arbitration or from a 
county court judge, and the right to get a case stated by 
magistrates. Yet not all the leading cases in any of these 
widely varying branches of practice have given any satisfactory 
explanation of the precise legal distinction between fact and law. 
No judge, no writer of text books, no jurist seems to have been 
able to furnish any penetrating light for the assistance of the 
inquirer. One branch of law, only a very small field, but 
nevertheless one in which the question has arisen many times, is 
that which is concerned with the right of action for alleged defama- 
tory statements. It is, of course, the function of the judge to 
decide whether or not the innuendo alleged by the plaintiff to 
reside in a statement of which he complains is capable of 
having a defamatory meaning for any reasonable person ; that 
is a question of law. But it is the function of the jury to say 
whether, in the actual context and circumstances, the alleged 
innuendo is really contained in the words which are said by 
the plaintiff to contain them ; that is a question of fact. Yet at 
first sight each seems to be simply a question of interpretation— 
what can certain words mean, and what do they mean ; these are 
the respective questions. The rules are well laid ‘down in the 
leading cases of Capital and Counties Bank v. Henty (1882, A. C. 
741, at p. 775), and Nevill v. Fine Art and General Insurance Co. 
(1897, A. C. 68). They bave been quite recently reaffirmed and 
applied by the House of Lords in a Sects case: Stubbs (Limited) 
v. Russell (1913, W. N. 102), in which the Final Court of Appeal 
has overruled the Scottish Court of Session, and applied to a 
Scots case the principle laid down in the English cases we have 
quoted. That principle is this. Before a jury will be allowed 
to consider the evidence before it and find a verdict, the judge 
must be satisfied that in law the words can support a libellous 
imputation. “The words,” said Lord Hatssury in Nevill v. 
Fine Art and General Insurance Co. (supra), “ must be susceptible 
of a libellous meaning in this sense—that a reasonable man 
could construe them unfavourably in such a sense as to make 
some imputation upon the person complaining” (1897, A. C., at 
p. 76). When the court has solemnly decided what this abstract 
and imaginary reasonable person is capable of doing, then, and 
then only, is he—as represented in the twelve jurymen—to be 
given a chance of saying for himself whether he is going to do 
it in that particular case. 


Innocent Innuendoes. ‘ 

Now Ir is very instructive to look at the three cases we have 
quoted, and see what exactly are the statements which no 
reasonable man-—-as the court holds—would imagine to be 
capable of an imputation injurious to the plaintiff's character. 
In each of the three cases, curiously enough, the statement is 
one which would certainly make plain people beware of the 
person about whom it is made. Thus in Capital and Counties 
Bank v. Henty (supra), the defendan‘s bad a dispute with one of 
the bank’s branch managers, and sent a circular notice to their 
own customers in these words: “HeNtTy & Sons hereby give 
notice that they will not receive in payment cheques drawn on 
any of the branches of the Capital and Counties Bank.” The 
innuendo alleged by the bank to be in those words was the 
imputation against them of insolvency; and it has long 
ago been decided that it is defamatory to impute insolvency 
to a trader: Read v. Hudson (1700, Lord Raymonp, 
610); Shepheard v. Whitaker (1875, L. R. 10 C. P. 502). 
Therefore, if the words are capable of being understood by 
reasonable men as imputing insolvency, they are capable of 
being a libel. But the House of Lords held that no reasonable 
man could so understand them, and therefore withheld the case 
from the jury. Again, in Nevill v. Fine Art and General Insurance 
Co. (supra), the facts were these. The defendant company sent to 
their clients a circular to the effect that ‘the agency of Lord 
WILLIAM NEVILL has been closed by the directors.” Here 
again, the House of Lords held that no reasonable man could 
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construe these words to the discredit of Lord WILLIAM NEVILL. 
Lastly, in the recent case to which we have referred (Stubbs 
(Limited) vy. Russell) (supra), the well-known trade protection 
journal, Stubbs’ Weekly Gazette, published (by mistake) the name 
of the plaintiff in a list of defenders against whom a decree in 
the Small Debt Court had been made by default ; whereas, in 
fact, the claim had been settled and the summons dismissed. 
The list was prefaced by an explanatory head-note in the 
following terms (infer alia):—“It is probable that some 
of the decrees have been sisted, settled, or paid, and in no 
case does publication of the decree imply inability to pay 
on the part of anyone named, or anything more than 
the fact that the entry published appeared in the court books.” 
The entry in this black list, coupled with the explanatory head- 
note, was held by the Final Court of Appeal to be one which no 
reasonable man would construe as imputing insolvency or 
discredit to the plaintiff. Of course, every tradesman who read 
the list would assume that the plaintiif was, in all probabilily, 
either one or the other; but that is not enough to make the 
statement actionable. It will be seen from these examples that 
the “reasonable man,” for the purposes of this doctrine, is 
as much a legal fiction as the “economic man” of ADAM SMITH 
was an economicabstraction. In practice, the result is not open 
to object’on ; suciety could not continue to exist if the kind of 
statements made in the three cases we have quoted rendered 
those who made them open to an action. Buta doctrine which 
is, in reality, based on the exigencies of social convenience, 
becomes highly artificial when nominally supported by the 
imaginary intellectual attributes of a non-existent “ reasonable 
man, 


Official Acts Performed on Sunday. 

THE RIGHT of a town clerk in Albany, New York, to issue 
a marriage licence on Sunday without invalidating the marriage, 
bas heen recently considered by lawyers of the State, and the 
Attorney-General, to whom the question was submitted, has 
advised, that although a town clerk is not bound to open his 
office on Sunday, a licence issued on that day is not affected by 
any rule of the common law or by statutory provision. The 
case appears to be the subject of express provision in the English 
statute law, under which the superintendent registrar is under 
no ol ligation to open the register office, or to perform any regis- 
tration duty whatever on a Sunday, but he may do so if he see fit. 
Ile may a'so on a Sunday grant a licence for marriage, but he 
is under no official obligation to do so. The common law does not 
appear to make any general provision for the suspension of all 
official duties on Sanday. The maxim “Dies dominicus non 
est juridicus” has been relaxed in the case of the sittings of 
Parliament, and criminal warrants may, of course, be executed 
on; Sunday, : 








Contracts for the Public Service. 
I. 

PROBABLY one of the clearest judgments ever delivered by any 
court of law is that read by Lord Hatpane last Friday on 
behalf of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in the 
case of Re Sir Stwart Samuel's Seat (Times, 12th inst.). Since 
the question at stake turned upon the interpretation of two 
statutes, the language of which is more than usually vague, it is 
not surprising that extremely subtle arguments were addressed 
to the court both for and against the right of Sir Stuart 
SAMUEL to retain his sat in the House of Commons; nor is it 
strange that the Select Committee appointed by that House to 
investigate the matter should have thought it wise to seek the 
trained assistance of the highest legal tribunal in the Empire. 
Lord HALDANE must be congratulated on the skill with which 
he has brushed aside the numerous specious points laid before 
the court, and has expressed in a judgment as lucid as it is 
pre-eminently practical what may be called the common-sense 
view of an intricate statute. 

The facts which gave rise to the cas3 are probably within the 
recollection of our readers, and need only be referred to quite 
shortly. In the spring of last year the Secretary of State for 
India found it nezes ary for public reasons to make a large 





purchase of silver with the object of coining it into Indian legal 
currency. He was warned by his financial advisers that a ring 
of sellers had been formed which, relying on the Government's 
obvious necessity to make such purchases in the near future, had 
secured a virtual monopoly of the available silver, and would 
force the Government to pay an artificially high price for it. It 
was, therefore, necessary in the public interest to make the 
purchases secretly ; in order to do this, the Government had to 
avoid using its official brokers, and at the same time had to 
discover a firm of brokers normally operating in the silver market, 
but outside the ring. Only two firms answered this description : 
one of these was the firm of SamueL Montacu & Co., foreign 
bankers, bullion brokers and merchants, of 60, Old Broad Street ; 
of this firm one of the partners was a member of the House of 
Commons who sat for the Whitechapel Division of the Tower 
Hamlets, Sir Stuart Samvuet. This firm was employed by 
the India Office; and between the 4th of March, 1912, and 
the 11th of September, 1912, they purchased in all some 
£5,000,000 worth of silver for the Government, at a 
commission of oneeighth per cent. It has been generally 
admitted that the Government acted wisely in going to one of 
the two available firms, that the charges made were proper ones, 
and that the whole transaction was honestly carried out for the 
benefit of the Indian Treasury. But the technical point was 
taken in the House of Commons that, by virtue of two statutes, 
22 George III. ¢. 45 (1782) and 41 George IIL. ¢. 52 (1801), 
Sir Stuart Samvet had undertaken a contract for the public 
service, and he was therefore disqualified from sitting in 
Parliament. 

The law-ofticers felt doubts on the point, but two penal actions 
were brought against Sir SruaArt SAMUEL by common informers 
to recover the penalties of £500 a day, named in the statute as 
incurred by every member disqualified thereunder who sits and 
votes in the house ; and, to prevent the law courts from acjudi- 
cating upon a point which concerned its internal privileges, the 
House of Commons appointed a Select Committee to inquire into 
the matter and report upon it. That Committee ascertained the 
facts, but felt difficulty as to the correct legal interpretation of 
the statutes, and accordingly it made a special report to the Houte 
recommending that the opinion of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council should be taken on the points by a reference from 
the Crown under the Judicial Committee Act, 1833 (3 & 4 
William IV. c. 41, s. 4). This course was adopted, and after 
hearing argument the Judicial Committee has duly delivered 
its judgment upon the point submitted to it. 

Three points of interest to the lawyer and the jurist arise out 
of the facts we have outlineJ. One is concerned with the actual 
legal poiats arising under the disqualifying statutes, Another 
relates to the curious and anomalous place which penal actions 
still oceupy in our jurisprudence. A third is evoked by the novel 
and interesting character of the re‘erence thus made to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. We propose to deal Lriefly 
with each of these in turn. 

Thera are, of course, numerous Acts of Parliament which, 
in the public interest, impose upon various clas+es of persors 
disqualifications ‘rom sitting in Patliament. Ths members cf 
certain profess‘ons (Church and Civil Service), the holders of certain 
judicial and administrative offices under the Crown, the posses ors 
of pensions on the Civil List, and persons interested in p tlic 
contracts are the subjects of the legislation in quest'on. Now, 
the chief of the two statutes wich create the last of the e 
disqualifications (22 George III. cap, 45), a great constitu 
tional achievement pas-ed in the prime of Burke's career and 
intended to free Parliament from the indirect bribery of the 
“King’s Friends,” is an extremely quaint and _ interesting 
Act. Its very tit’e hes an o!d-fash’oned sound :—‘“ An Act for 
restraining any person ccnxrned in any c-n'ract, commission oF 
agreement made for the public scrvice from being elected 0 
sitting and voting as a Member of the House of Commons. 
We note in passing that “public service” is unfamiliar 
to legal ears; neither Coke nor BLACKSTONE nor MANSFIELD 
would have used that phrase. It has a political rather than 4 
judicial ring about it. A precise constitutional lawyer would 
surely have said the “service of the Crown.” Then the 
preamble goes on to declare that the statute aims at preserving 
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the freedom and independence of Parliament, and indicates that 
the mischief aimed at is the sapping of that freedom and inde- 
pendence by members being admitted to profitable contrasts. 
Accordingly, the Act proceeds to enact a disqualification for 
members who shall “directly or indirectly,” either “ undertake, 
execute, hold, or enjoy” any contract with “The Commis- 
sioners Of His Majesty’s Treasury, or of the Navy or 
Victualling Office,” or “ The Master-General or Board of Ord- 
nance,” or “ Any one or more of such Commissioners” or “any 
other person or persons whatsoever,” provided that the contract 
is made “for or on account of the public service.” It will be 
observed that the Act nowhere refers to the Secretary of State 
for India, for the very good reason, among others, that no such 
person then existed. At that time and until 1858, India was 
governed by the East India Company, a commercial body 
controlled by a public statute, but not itself a Department 
of State. 

Now the broad argument against Sir StuART SAMUEL was 
that his firm had “ undertaken” a contract with “a person” on 
account of the “public service.” As a matter of fact, in 
addition to the purchase of silver referred to above, they had 
been engaged—during the period that Sir STUART was a member 
at the same time of tho firm and the House—in three other 
transactions with the Indian Government: namely, borrowing 
money from the India Office on short loan—a practice common 
to most brokers in the Indian market; purchasing India 
Council Bills; and subscribing to Government loans ; but as the 
Judicial Committee held the purchase of silver within the ambit of 
the statutory prohibitions, it was unnecessary to discuss the lesser 
questions, Now, against this broad argument the defence raised a 
mass of contentions which may be distinguished into five, all alike 
based on the well-known rule that a penal statute must be most 
strictly and narrowly construed in favour of the party penalized. 
First, it was argued that the “contracts” hit by the statute must 
be contracts of “agency ” or “ employment.” Now, as the reader 
who has followed our brief account of the facts will see at once for 
himself, the firm of SamuEL MonraGcu & Co. had nominally pur- 
chased the silver for themselves as principals, and then resold to 
the Indian Government at a profit equal to the recognized brokerage fee ; 
any direct purchase by them as agents of the Government would 
have destroyed the secrecy of the transaction. But in substance 
they were quite obviously merely the brokers, i.c., the agents of 
the India Office; for example, they could not have made a 
secret profit out of the transaction without rendering themselves 
liable to account to the Government. Therefore the Judicial 
Committee took the plain view that this contract was one of 
“agency,” so far as the purchase of silver was concerned, and 
therefore within the statute. Precisely how wide is the term 
“contract” as used in the statute, and whether it relates to 
ordinary contracts of sale to and purchase from the Govern- 
ment, is an interesting point on which the judgment unfortunately 
evades throwing any light. But it is submitted that contract 
must have the limited meaning of contract for either “agency ” 
or “ work and labour” ; for these are the only contracts to which 
the word “undertake” is in popular Janguage applicable. In 
other words, the contracts known in Roman jurisprudence as 
“conductio operis ” are the class aimed at. 

Secondly, it was argued that a contract for the “ public 
service” must be one for the public service as known in 1782— 
i.e, contract, the payment for which would come out of the 
revenues belonging to the Crown in its capacity of British Monarch. 
To us there seems more to be said for this argument than the 
Judicial Committee were willing to admit. No one in 1782 
would have regarded the dominions of the East India Company 
as a sphere of public service-; or its nabobs as “ public servants.” 
But the facts that in 1858 India was added to the dominions of 
the English Crown, that the Secretary of State for India created 
in that year is technically only the fifth occupant of the undivided 
office of “Principal Secretary of State,” and that the Indian 
revenues are ultimately under the legislative control of Parlia- 
ment, led the Privy Council to take the vigorous course of 
declaring that the revenues of India are employed “on account 
of the public service ” as intended by the Act of 1782. 

(To be continued.) 





A Lessee’s Covenant to Pay 
Outgoings. 


THE decision of the Divisional Court (CHANNELL and CoLERIDGE, 
JJ.) last week, in Howe v. Botwood (Times, 12th inst.), shews the 
difficulty which may arise when the usual lessee’s covenant to 
pay all outgoings is accompanied by the lessor’s covenant to do 
outside repairs. Of course, in a properly drawn lease, such a 
combination of covenants could not happen, but the lessee’s 
“outgoings” covenant has become, when the lessee is not 
properly advised, so much a matter of common form that it goes 
in as a matter of course, and then the parties consider how the 
liability for inside and outside repairs is to be apportioned with- 
out noticing that the matter has been to alarge extent regulated 
by the previous covenant. 

In Howe v. Botwocd (supra), a lease of a dwelling-house made 
in March, 1911, contained a covenant by the lessee that he 
would “pay and discharge all rates, taxes, assessments, charges, 
and outgoings whatsoever which now are or during the said 
term shall be imposed or charged on the premises or the Jandlord 
or tenant in respect thereof (land tax and landlord’s property tax 
only excepted).” There was also a covenant by the landlord 
that he would keep the exterior of the house and buildings in 
repair. During the tenancy the outside drainage became defective, 
and the local aathority required certain work to be done to the 
drains, and eventually an order of the justiees was made calling 
upon the landlord to do the work. This involved a certain 
amount of reconstruction and improvement of the existing 
system, as well as repair. The landlord paid for the work done, 
admitting his liability for that portion which was strictly repairs, 
but in respect of that portion of it which related to reconstruc- 
tion and improvement he claimed to be recouped by the tenant 
on the ground that such expense was an “outgoing imposed or 
charged on the premises ” within the meaning of the “ outgoings” 
covenant in the lease. The landlord sued accordingly in the 
county court, but the county court ‘judge decided against him, 
and his decision has been aflirmed by the Divisional Court. 

A few years ago there might have been some doubt as to the 
extent of the “outgoings” covenant. As a matter of principle 
the tenant for a short term should pay only the current outgoings 
—i.e., the yearly rates—incident to the occupation, and this 1s 
the case where the tenant covenants only for payment of “ rates, 
taxes, and assessments.” He is then bound only to pay rates 
and assessments of a recurring nature, and not a sum which is 
a charge upon the property, giving it an increased permanent 
value (Vilkinson v. Collyer, 13 Q. B. D. 1). Where the tenancy 
is for a substantial period—twenty-one years, whether determin- 
able or not at earlier dates—then the burden of improvements 
should, according to their duration, be thrown wholly or partly 
on the lessee. But, as a rule, leases and tenancy agreements 
are drawn in the interest of the landlord, and it has become 
customary for the landlord to introduce, into the covenant in 
question words which throw the whole cost of improvements 
done by, or on the requirement of, the local authority on the 
tenant}; and since the tenant frequently does not trouble to 
protect himself by proper legal advice, he submits to the covenant. 
Subsequently, expense is incurred for paving or sanitary improve- 
ments, and he finds that he has to bear it. Various words 
such as “duties,” “ impositions,” “burdens,” “charges,” and 
“outgoings” have been used to secure this result, and usually 
the covenant contains several of them. Formerly, there was 
some chance of the tenant being able to escape: the word 
“impositions, ” for instance, had not any clearly settled meaning ; 
but a few years ago there was a series of cases of which, perhaps, 
Foulger v. Arding (1902, 1 K. B. 700, C. A.) was the most 
important, which extended the effect of the words to practically 
all the expenses wh‘ch can be incurred under local government 
law in connection with the occupation of houses. In that case 
the expression was “ impositions charged or imposed in respect 
of the premises,” and it was held to throw upon the tenant the 
cost of works done under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, 
in abating a nuisance caused by defective sanitation. The word 
“outgoings ” is as large as, and perhaps larger than, ‘‘ impositior s,’ 
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and it seems to make no difference whether the covenant refers 
to duties, impositions, outgoings, or charges. All have the effect 
of throwing capital expenses incurred under local government 
requirements on the tenant: see as to “ duties,” Brett v. Rogers 
(1897, 1 Q. B. 525); “outgoings,” Aldridge v. Ferne (17 
Q. B. D. 212) ; Stockdale v. Ascherberg (1904, 1°K. B. 447, C. A.) ; 
“charges,” George v. Coates (88 L. T.,48). Nor does it make 
any difference that these words are introduced, as is not 
infrequently the case, in a short tenancy agreement to which 
they are obviously inappropriate : [te Warriner (1903, 2 Ch. 367) ; 
Stockdale Ve Asche rhe rg (supra ). 

In Howe v. Botwood (supra), therefore, the lessee’s covenant to 
pay outgoings would have bound him to pay for the drainage 
repairs and improvements, but against this had to be set the 
lessor’s covenant todo outside repairs. In Le Warriner (supra), 
there was a covenant by the landlord, but it only extended to the 
repair of the main walls and roof, so that sanitary expenses were 
thrown on the tenant. But it does not seem to have been 
noticed that the present point has already been decided by 
DARLING, J., in /learn vy. Hovinden (Encyclopedia of Forms and 
Precedents, Vol. VII., p. 99), a case which has not got into the 
reports. There a house had been let ona three years agreement, 
with a stipulation by the tenant to pay “impositions,” and the 
landlord agreed to “ repair, maintain, and keep all the outside parts 
of the said premises "—with certain exceptions not material—“ ina 
good and proper state of repair.” The outside drains became out 
of repair and were reconstructed by the local authority. DARLING, 
J., held that the expenses were not an “ imposition ” within the 
meaning of the tenant's agreement, but the consequence of a 
breach of the landlord’s agreement, and that the landlord must 
bear them. 

This decision, had it been quoted, would doubtless have 
assisted the court in [/owe v. Botwood, but, in fact, the court 
arrived at the same result. The landlord was willing to pay the 
share of the drainage reconstruction which was attributable to 
repair, but not the part which represented new work. The 
court, however, observed that the repair could not have been 
done so as to satisfy the local authority without the new work 
involved in reconstruction, and hence the performance of his 
covenant bound the landlord to pay it. And this being so, the 
particular obligation of the landlord’s covenant naturally prevailed 
over the general obligation under the tenant’s covenant. The 
tenant's covenant, said COLERIDGE, J., was subject to the 
performance of the landlord’s covenant. The landlord’s covenant 
had not been performed, and the extra work--the imposition—— 
was primarily caused by the breach of his covenant by the land- 
lord. If his covenant had been performed the expense would not 
have been imposed. The present decision cures the omission to 
report Learn v. ITovinden. 
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Books of the Week. 


Arbitration.—The Law of Arbitration and Awards; with 
oo containing Statutes relating to Arbitration, and a 


Collection of Forms, Precedents, and Questions. By Josnua 
SLATER, Barrister-at-Law. Fifth Edition (revised, rewritten, and 
enlarged). By Abert Crew, Barrister-at-law. Stevens & Haynes 
5s. net. ; 

Local Government.—A Concise Handbook of Provincial 
Local Government Law (including the Education Acts). By C. J. F. 
Atkinson, LL.B. (Lond.), Solicitor, Registrar of the Otley County 
Court. Second Edition. Effingham Wilson ; Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 3s. 6d. net. 

Motor Cars.—The Law of Motor Cars and Motor Accidents, 
By Danret Warne, Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 5s. net. 

Com panies.—Pitman’s Outlines of Company Law. By F. D. 
Heap, B.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons 
(Limited). 1s. 6d. net. 

Law Quarterly Review.—The Law Quarterly Review, 
April, 1913. Edited by Sir Freperick Potiock, Bart., D.C.L., 
LL.D. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 5s. net. 

Directory.—The World’s Hotel Blue Book. Edited by G. H. 
Brrao-Davis, 1913. The World’s Hotel Blue Book (Limited), 63-4, 


New Orders, &c. 


The County Court Rules, 1913. 


These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1913, or 
each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the County Court 
Rules, 1903, and had been numbered therein by the number of the 
Order and Rule placed opposite such Rule. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means 
the Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, 
- in any County Court Rules of subsequent date, as the case may 
e. 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Rules, 1903. The forms in the Appendix shall 
be used as if they were contained in the Appendix to the County 
Court Rules, 1903, and when it is so mnemand shall be used instead 
of the corresponding forms contained in such _last-mentioned 
Appendix, or in the Appendix to any County Court Rules of 
subsequent date, as the case may be. 

Where any Rule or form hereby annulled is referred to in any of 
the County Court Rules, 1903, or any County Court Rules of 
subsequent date, or in the Appendix to any of those Rules, the 
reference to such Rule or form shall be construed as referring to the 
Rule or form hereby prescribed to be used in lieu thereof. 


Orver VIL. 
Piatnt Note AND SuMMONS. 


Ordinary Summons and Service. 
1. Order VITI., Rule 18 (1a).—The following proviso shall be 
added to Order VIT., Rule 18, paragraph 1, viz. :— 

Provided that where a defendant so living or serving is a com- 
missioned or warrant Officer of His Majesty’s Navy, the summons 
may be served by sending the same by registered post addressed to 
the defendant on board the ship or vessel ; and in any such case the 
provisions of Order LIV., Rule 2, shall apply. 

Orpver IX. 
DISCONTINUANCE, CONFESSION, ADMISSION, AND PAYMENT INTO 
oR ouT oF CouRT. 


2. Order IX., Rule 13 (7).—The foliowing paragraph shall be 
added to Order IX., Rule 13, viz.:— 

(7.) Where money is paid into court without a denial of liability, 
or under a defence of tender, and the action proceeds, the sum paid 
into court shall be included for the purpose of ealculating the 
amount on which the hearing fee and any costs allowed to the 
pluntiff are to be charged: but if the plaintiff recovers more than 
the sum so paid judgment shall be entered only for the additional 
amount recovered and the fees and costs so allowed ; and in any 
such case the words “in addition to the sum of £ paid into 
court by the defendant ” shall be added to the first paragraph of the 
form of judgment in the Appendix [Form 151]. 

Orver XXIII. 
JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 

3. Order XXIII, Rule 12a.—Subiect to the provisions of this 
rule, a pesson liable to pay money under a judgment or an order 
may at any time pay money into court in reduction of the amount 
payable by him. Provided, that where the judgment or order is for 
payment of a sum exceeding twenty pounds, exclusive of costs, and 
no order has been made for payment by instalments, the registrar 
shall not receive any sum less than the full amount payable, if the 
yerson entitled to the benefit of the judgment or order has, at or 
before the time when such sum becomes payable, directed him in 
writing not to receive any less sum than such full amount ; and if 
in any such case any less sum is paid into court and is inadvertently 
received, the registrar shall, if so directed in writing by the person 
entitled to the benefit of the judgment or order, place the sum so 
paid to the credit of the person by whom it was paid, and shall on 
request return the amount to him. 

Orper XXXIX. 
ADMIRALTY ACTIONS. 
The following rule shall stand as Order XXXIX., Rule 34a, 


viz. :— 


SERVICE. 


Default of Pleading by Defendant. 
4. Order XXXIX., Rule 34a.—If the defendant when required 
under these rules to deliver a statement of defence, set off, or 
counter-claim, or a notice that he does not intend to file any state- 
ment, or to file a preliminary act, does not deliver or file the same 
within the time allowed for that purpose, the plaintiff, on filing an 
affidavit of non-delivery of such statement or notice, or of non-filing 
of such preliminary act, may apply to have the action set down tor 
hearing, or may sign final or interlocutory judgment, in accordance 
with Rule 36 ; call the provisions of that rule shall apply accord- 
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Order XXXIX., Rule 35, is hereby annulled, and the following 
rule shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 


Setting dwn Action for Hearing. 


5. Order XXXIX., Rule 35.—Where an appearance has been 
entered and the pleadings and preliminary acts (if any) have been 
delivered and filed, or the time allowed for delivering and filing a reply 
has expired without such reply having been delivered’and filed, any 
partv may apply to have the action set down for hearing, and it 
shall be set down accordingly, either on a day appointed for the 
transaction of the ordinary general business of the Court, or on a 
day appointed by the Judge on application made pursuant to Rule 3 
of this Order ; and the registrar shall forthwith give to each party 
in the action a notice stating the day upon which the action will be 
heard, : 

Orper XLII. 
Tne Succession Duty Act, 1853, section 50. THE FINANCE 
Act, 1894, SECTIONS 10 AND 14. 
Tne Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, SECTION 33 (4). 
Order XLII, Rules 13 to 28, are hereby annulied, and the 


following rules shall stand in lieu thereof, viz :— 


6. Order XLII, Rule 13.—Any person aggrieved by the decision 
of a referee under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, who desires to 
appeal to the Court against the decision, shall proceed by filing a 

tition setting forth specifically the several facts and contentions of 
be upon which he alleges that the decision of the referee was 
4 ge and stating an address at which documents may be served 
on him. 

7. Order XLII., Rule 14.—Subject to the provisions of these rules, 
a petition of appeal must be filed within one month from the date of 
the decision of the referee. 

8. Order XLII, Rule 15.—(1.) The petition shall be intituled “ in 
the matter of the Finance (19v9-10) Act, 1910, and in the matter of 
an appeal by , under section 33 of the said 
\ 


(2.) On the filing of a petition the registrar shall fix a day and 
hour on and at which the petition will be heard, the day to be fixed 
at a date not less than sixty days from the filing of the petition, so 
as to allow time for the provisions of these rules to be complied 


with. 

(3.) On the day of hearing being fixed, the registrar shall seal a 
copy of the petition, and shall deliver to the appellant two copies of 
a notice according to the form in the Appendix [See Form 341), 
signed by the registrar and under the seal of the Court ; and the 
sealed copy of the petition, with one of such notices annexed thereto, 


shall within seven days after the filing of the petition be served by 
the appellant upon the respondent. 

(4.) Where the Commissioners of Inland Revenue are respond- 
ents, a copy of the petition shall be deemed to have been duly 
served if served upon the Solicitor of Inland Revenue, Somerset 
House, London, W.C. 

9. Order XLII, Rule 16.—Within ten days after service of a copy 
of the petition upon the respondent, the respondent shall serve upon 
the appellant a notice stating whether, and to what extent, he admits 
the facts stated in the petition, and stating an address at which 
documents may be served upon him. 

10. Order XLIT., Rule 17.—(1.) Within twenty-eight days after 
service of a copy of the petition upon the respondent, the respondent 
shall serve upon the appellant a further notice stating the facts and 
the contentions of law upon which he intends to rely at the hearing, 
and (if he so thinks fit) requiring the appellant to admit those facts. 

(2) The appellant, if he is so required to admit facts shall, and in 
any case may, within ten days after service upon him of the notice 
required to be served by the respondent under this rule, serve upon 
the respondent a notice stating whether, and to what extent, he 
admits the facts stated in the notice served by the respondent. 

1l. Order XLII, Rule 18.—Upon the expiration of ten days after 
the service of the notice required to be served by the respondent 
under the last preceding rule all matter shall, except to the extent 
admitted by both parties, be deemed to be at issue. 

12. Order XLII, Rule 19.—Unless by consent, or otherwise 
ordered, only oral evidence shall be admitted at the hearing. 

13. Order XLII, Rule 29.—The appellant shall not without the 
leave of the judge be entitled to rely upon any facts or contentions 
of law other than those stated in the petition, and the respondent 
shall not without the leave of the judge be entitled to rely upon any 
facts or contentions of law other than those stated in the notice 
required to be served by him under these rules. 

14. Order XLII. Rule 21.—(1.) It shall be the duty of the 
appellant and the respondent respectively to exchange lists of all 
documents in their possession relating to the matter at issue, and to 
give to each other inspection at all reasonable times of any of those 

ocuments which may not be protected by any privilege, and, if so 
required, to provide copies thereof on the usual terms, 





(2.) If the Commissioners are dissatisfied with the list so supplied by 
the appellant or by the respondent, as the case may be, they may 
apply to the Court for an order for discovery of documents in the 
same manner and to the same extent as a party to an action in the 
Court, but in considering any such application the Court shall take 
into account the willingness or otherwise of the Commissioners to 
disclose or allow inspection of any documents in their possession. 

bh. Order XLII, Rule 22.—The judge may, at any stage of the 
proceedings, either upon or without the application of either party, 
order that any material, whether strictly admissible as evidence or 
not, which in the opinion of the judge ought, having regard to the 
question of costs or otherwise, fairly to be admitted as prima facie 
evidence of any fact, shall be prima facie evidence of that fact so as 
to shift the burden of proving the contrary on to the other party. 

16. Order XLII, Rule 23.—The judge may extend the time for 
filing or serving a petition of appeal, or for serving any notice, under 
these rules upon such terms (if any) as the justice of the case may 
require, and any such extension may be ordered although the 
application for the same is not made until after the expiration of 
the time allowel under these rules. 

17. Order XLIT., Rule 24.—The judge may at any stage of the 
proceedings allow the amendment of the petition, or of any notices 
under these rules, upon such terms as the judge may think right. 

18. Order XLII., Rule 25.—(1.) Where the Commissioners are 
respondents, and claim that any sum is due from the appellant by 
way of duty, they may apply for an order that proceedings on the 
appeal shall be stayed until] the appellant has paid, or has given 
security for, the duty claimed. 

(2.) Any such application shall be made to the judge in accord- 
ance with the rules as to interlocutory applications, subject to the 
following modifications :— 

(i.) the application shall be made on notice in writing, and on 
affidavit ; 

(ii.) the Commissioners shall serve notice of the application on 
the appellant three days at least before the hearing of the 
application, and shall deliver to the appellant, together 
with such notice, a copy of any affidavit which they 
intend to use at the hearing of the application. 

(3.) The judge shall make such order on any such application as 
seems to him reasonable in the circumstances of the case, and any 
order so made may, on an application made in accordance with this 
rule either by the Commissioners or by the appellant, be 
subsequently varied or discharged. 

19. Order XLII, Rule 26—Any notice or other decument 
required or authorised to be served upon or sent to the appellant 
or respondent under these rules shal! be sutticiently served or sevt 
if sent by post in a prepaid letter addressed to him at his address 
for service as stated, in the case of the appellant, in his petition, 
and in the ease of the respondent, in his notice under Rule 16, and 
unless the contrary is proved, any notice or document sent as afore 
said shall be deemed to have been served at the time at which the 
letter would be delivered in the ordinary course of post. 

20. Order XLII, Rule 27.—Where the judge makes an order 
upon a petition under these rules, the registrar shall as soon there- 
after as conveniently may be draw up, seal, and file such order. 

21. Order XLII., Rule 28.—Nothing in these rules shall be 
construed to affect any right vested in the Crown by virtue of the 
Royal Prerogative. 

Tue Finance Act, 1912, SECTION 2. 

The following rule shall stand in place of the rule to the same 
effect dated the 18th day of December, 1912, viz :— 

22. Order XLII., Rule 29.—(1.) An application to the court to 
determine the amount which a lessee under a lease or an agreement 
for a lease of licensed premises is entitled to recover from, or to 
deduct from any sum due to, the grantor of such lease or agreement, 
under section 2 of the Finance Act, 1912, shall be made to the 
court in the district of which the licensed premises are situate. 

(2.) Any such application shall be made by action commenced by 
plaint and summons in the ordinary way. 

(3.) Particulars of demand shall be filed with every such appli- 
cation, stating concisely the relicf or order which the plaintiff 
claims. 

Orver LILI. 
Costs AND ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES. 
Allowance of Costs by Judge. 


Order XXII4., Rule 27, provisoes 1 to 4, Order XXXIX., 
Rule 113, Order LI., Rule 28, provisoes 1 to 4, and Order LIII., 
Rules 8 and 45, are hereby annulled, and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

23. Order LIII., Rule 8.—(1.) The judge may, in his discretion, 
in any action or matter in which costs are taxed under Column B. 
or Column C., order that any of the following items mentioned in 
the scale of costs shall be allowed to the party in whose favour the 
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order is made, in addition to or in substitution for, av the case may 
be, the costs to which he would otherwise be entitled, viz., items 
thirty-one, seventy, eighty six, and ninety-three. 

(2.) Where costs are taxed under Column C., the fees allowable 
under items 70 to 73 may, in cases in which there is a real contest, 
or the judge certifies under section one hundred and nineteen of the 
Act, be increased, at the discretion of the registrar, subject to review 
by the judge, or by special order of the judge, to any sums not 
exceeding the following, that is to say: 

Item 70 may be increased to 5/. 5s. ; 
Items 71 to 73 may be increased to 3/. 3s. 

(3.) Where costs are taxed under Column C., the following 
further allowances may be made in cases in which there is a real 
contest, or the jude certifies under section one hundred and 
nineteen of the Act, viz.:— 

(a) reasonable fees may be allowed to counsel in excess of those 
mentioned in items 85 to 94 in respect of the matters 
referred to in such items ; 

(4) where more counsel than one are retained, and the judge, on 
consideration of the facts of the case, certifies for the 
allowance of fees to more counsel than one, reasonable 
fees may be allowed to such additional counsel, and for 
consultations, and to solicitors for additional briefs and 
attendances on counsel with the same, and for appointing 
and attending consultations ; 

reasonable fees may also be allowed for plans, charts, or 
models in excess of those mentioned in item 95; and also 
reasonable additional allowances to expert and scientific 
witnesses for qualifying to give evidence and attending 
the court on the trial ; ‘ 
at the discretion, in each case mentioned in this paragraph, of the 
registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by special order of the 
judge. 

(4.) Where proceedings are taken for which no provision is made 
by the rules or scales of costs, and costs are taxed under Column B. 
or Column U., reasonable costs may be allowed in respect of such 
proceedings by the registrar, subject to review by the judge, or by 
special order of the judge, not exceeding those which may under 
the scales or these rules be allowed in respect of proceedings of a like 
nature. 

We, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, 
Thomas C, Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being Judges of County 
Courts appointed to frame Rules and Orders for regulating the 
practice of the courts and forms of proceedings therein, having by 
virtue of the powers vested in us in this behalf framed the foregoing 
Rules and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands and 
submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 

(Signed) Wa. L. SELFE. 
Wm. C. Smyty, 
R. WoopFatt. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H. TINDAL ATKINSON, 

Approved by the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court. 

(Signed) K. Murr MackeEnzir, 
Secretary. 

I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the twelfth day 
of May, 1913 

The 7th day of April, 1913. 


(Signed) HALDANE, C, 


The Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1913. 

The following Rules shall have effect under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1905. 

These Rules may be cited as the Workmen’s Compensation 
Rules, 1913, or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1907 (herein referred to as 
the principal Rules), and had been numbered therein by the number 
of the Rule placed opposite such Rule. 

These Rules shall come into operation on the twelfth day of May, 
one thousand nine hundred and thirteen. 

1. Rule 24 (1).—Paragraph 1 of Rule 24 of the principal Rules is 
hereby annulled, and the following paragraph shall stand in lien 
thereof, viz. :— 

24.—(1) Where a respondent claims that if compensation is 


recovered against him he will be entitled under section 6 of the | : - x 
| review of a weekly payment, the judge may, at any time before the 


Act, or otherwise than under section 4, to indemnity against any 


person not a party to the arbitration, he may, if he desires that | 


such person shall be bound by the proceedings in the arbitration 
to the extent in this rule provided, file and serve a notice of his 
claim in accordance with Rule 19, Form 23. 
Memorandum under Schedule I1., Paragraph 9. 
2. The following paragraph shall stand as paragraph 2a of Rule 
42 of the principal Rules, viz. :— 
(2a.) Rule 42 (2a).—Where an agreement is mede as to the amount 





of compensation payable in the form of a weekly payment or of a 
lump sum to a workman who is an insured person within the mean- 
ing of the National Insurance Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, ¢. 55), or as 
to the redemption by a lump sum of a weekly payment to a workman 
who is such an insured person, the Insurance Commissioners, or 
the society or committee concerned in the administration of any 
benefit to which such insured person is entitled under the last- 
mentioned Act, shall for the purposes of paragraph 9 of the second 
schedule to the Act, and of these Rules, be deemed to be parties 
interested. 

In any such case the Commissioners, or the society or committee 
so concerned, may themselves leave or send a memorandum of the 
agreement ; and if such memorand:m is left or sent by any other 
person, a copy thereof shall be sent by the registrar to the Com 
missioners, or to the society or committee. 

3. Rule 44 (2).—Rule 44 of the principal Rules shali be read as 
if the words “ as extended by section 11, sub-section 1 (¢), of the 
National Insurance Act, 1911,” were inserted therein after the words 
“the Act.” 

1. Rule 47 (la).—Rule 47, paragraph 1, of the principal Rul 
shall be read as if the words ‘tas extended by section 11, sub 
section 1 (c), of the National Insurance Act, 1911, 1 & 2 Geo, 5., ¢ 
35,” were inserted therein after the words “the Act.” 

Proceedings for Record of Memorandum or Rectification or 

¢ Register. 

5. Rule 48 (d) (2).—Rule 48, paragraph (d), of the principal Rules 
shall be read as if the words “as extended by section 11, sub-section 
1 (c), of the National Insurance Act, 1911, 1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 55,” were 
inserted therein after the words “the Act.” 

Reference of Agreement presented for Registration to the Judge. 

6. Rule 49 (t).—Paragraph (1) of Rule 49 of the principal Rules 
(paragraph 1 of Rule 3 of the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1912), 
from “ where an agreement ” to the end of the paragraph is hereby 
annulled, and the following paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, 
viz. :-— 

Where a memorandum of an agreement with a workman is 
presented for registration, there shall be added to the said 
Form 36a, Part A, a paragraph according to the form in the 
Appendix, stating whether the workman is or is not an insured 
erson within the meaning of the last-mentioned Act, and if 
he is such an insured person, stating also the name and address 

of the Insurance Commissioners, or of the society or committee 
concerned in the administration of any benefit to which he is 
entitled under the last-mentioned Act. 

7. Rule 49 (4) (¢).—Paragraph 4 of Rule 49 of the principal Rule: 
shall be read as if the words “ the parties interested ” were substituted 
therein for the words “ the parties to the agreement.” 

Suspe nsion or Payment nto Court of Weekly Payments pe nding 
Application Sor Review. 

8. Rule 554.—The following Rule shall stand as Rule 55a of the 
principal Rules, viz. :— 

(1.) Where an application is made for an order that a memorandum 


‘of an agreement as to a weekly payment be recorded, and the 
| employer alleges that incapacity for work has wholly or partially 


ceased, the judge may on the hearing of the application, if he 


| orders the memorandum to be recorded, order the weekly payment to 
| be wholly or partially suspended, or to be wholly or partially paid 


into court, to abide the order of the court, as from the date on which 


| the employer alleges that incapacity wholly or partially ceased, or 


from any later date, for such time as he may think fit, to enable the 
employer to file a request for arbitration with respect to the review 
of the weekly payment. 

(2.) Where an employer intends to apply for an order for suspen- 
sion or payment into court under the preceding paragraph, he shall 
file with the registrar a notice of his intention, specifying the date 
on which he alleges that incapacity wholly or partially ceased ; and 
copies thereof shall be served in accordance with Rule 48 five clear 
days at least before the hearing of the application to record, unless 
the judge or registrar gives leave for shorter notice. 

(3.) The provisions of this Rule shall not prejudice the power of the 


| judge to refuse to crder a memorandum of an agreement to be 


recorded. wae , 
(4.) Where a request is filed for arbitration with respect to the 


hearing of the arbitration, order the weekly payment to be wholly 
or partially suspended, or to be wholly or partially paid into court, 
to abide the order of the court, as from the date on which the 


| employer alleges in his request that incapacity wholly or partially 


ceased, or from any later date, until the hearing of the arbitration 
(5.) An application for an order for suspension or payment into 
court under the last preceding paragraph shall be made in court on 
notice in writing, and the provisions of Rule 48 shall apply to the 
proceedings on such application, : 
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(6.) An order for suspension or payment into court made under 
this rule shall be without prejudice to the right of the workman to 
apply to the court, on good cause shown, to discharge the order. 
Any such application shall be made in court on notice in writing, 
and the provisions of Rule 48 shall apply to the proceedings on 
such application. 


Payment into Court and Investment and Application of Money 
p ryable an case of Death. : 

9, Rule 564 (10a).—The following paragraph shall stand as 
paragraph 10¢ of Rule 56a of the principal Rules, viz.:— 

(10a.) Where any sum paid or to be paid into court is to be 
invested, applied, or ctherwise dealt with by the court, the judge 
may, at any time before or on the hearing of any application for 
the investment or application thereof, refer the matter to the 
registrar for inquiry and report. 

Exvecu'ion. 

10. Rule 67 of the principal Rules is hereby annulled, and the 
following rule shall stand in lieu thereof, viz.:— 

67.—(1.) Where a party liable to pay compensation or costs under 
any award, memorandum, or certificate has made default in payment 
of the amount awarded, or, where payment is to be made by 
instalments, of any instalment, the party entitled to such compensa- 
tion or costs may apply to the court for leave to issue execution 
against the goods of the party in default. 

(2.) An application for leave to issue execution shall be made on 
notice in writing in accordance with the county court rules as to 
interlocutory applications. . 

(3.) Where the application is made to the registrar he may, if no 
cause is shown to the contrary, and on proof of the amount in pay- 
ment of which default has been made, give leave for execution to 
issue. 

(4.) If cause is shown to the contrary, or if the registrar is in 
doubt as to the proper order to be made, he may refer the matter to 
the judge, who may make such order or give such directions as may 
be just. ; 
_G.) In particular, if in the case of a weekly payment the party 
liable to execution alleges that incapacity has wholly or partially 
ceased, the judge may, on such terms as to payment into court or 
otherwise as may be just, adjourn the application for such time as 
he may think fit, toenable the party liable to execution to file a 
request for arbitration with respect to the review of the weekly pay- 
ment. Any such adjournment shall be without prejudice to the 
right of the party applying for leave to issue execution to renew 
his application on good cause shown. 

(6.) Order XXV., Rule 11. Where the parties liable to pay compen- 
sation or costs are a firm, the provisions of Order XXV., Rule 11, 
shall with the necessary modifications apply to execution under 


this rule. 
APPENDIX. 
Form 364, Parr A, PARAGRAPH (/.) 
Paragraph to be added to Form 36A., Part A., where Memorandum 


, 


of Agreement with a Workman is presented for Registration. 


(t) The said is [ov is not] an insured person 
within the meaning of the National Insurance Act, 1911, 
[Uf he is an insured person, add : 
and the name and address of the Insurance Commissioners [or of the 
society or committee] concerned in the administration of the benefit 
to which he is entitled under the said Act are as follows :— 

[ State neaime ai d addr ss. | 

We, William L. Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, 
Thomas C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being the five judges 
of the County Courts appointed for the making of Rules under 
section one hundred and sixty-four of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
having made the foregoing Rules of Court, pursuant to paragraph 
twelve of the Second Schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906, do hereby certify the same under our hands, and submit 
them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 

(Signed) Wm. L. Serre. 

Wm. C. Syty. 
R. Woopratt. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H. TrxDAL ATKINSON. 
I allow these Rules, 


(Signed) Hapang, C, 


The 7th of April, 1913. 





Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 
(63 & 64 Vic., c. 62.) 
Addition to the List of Stocks under Section 2, 
In pursuance of section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 


Uvmmissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 





provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under- 
mentioned Stock registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom :— 
New Zealand 4 per cent. Consolidated Stock (1943-1963). 

The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2), of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 
1900, section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, S.W., 8th April, 1913. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re HEARN, Deceased, DE BERTODANO v. HEARN. No, t. 
2nd April. 
Pracrice—-AcTioN—COMPROMISE—STAY OF PROCEEDINGS BY CONSENT— 

Summons ror Receiver ArrerR FrinaL JvupGMENT—INDEPENDENT 

PROCEEDINGS. 

Where, in an action commenced by originating summons, an order 
had been made by consent staying all proceedings upon the terms of a 
compromise scheduled to the order, and dealing with questions not 
raised in the action, and at a later date one of the parties to whom an 
annuity had been agreed by the compromise to be paid, took out a 
summons entitled in the action asking, inter alia, for a receiver of 
certain property, the income of which was liable to meet the payments 
of the annuity, which were in arrear, 

Held, that such an application could not be made by a summons in 
the original action, which was at an end, but must be made the subject 
of independe nt proceedings. 

Decision of Sargant, J. (ante, p. 405), affirmed. 

Appeal from a decision of Sargant, J. (reported 57 Soticrrors’ 
Journat, 405; 1913, W. N. 81). Under the will of his father Colonel 
Hearn was entitled to an annuity of £500 and the income of one-sixth 
share of the testator’s residuary estate during his life, but subject, in 
each case, to a condition for forfeiture on alienation or bankruptcy, and 
after his death the same income became payable to his wife for her 
separate use without power of anticipation. The trustees of the will 
eet aside certain freehold and leasehold properties, the rents of which 
were to meet the annuity and the income of the share of residue respec- 
tively. The husband and wife, having separated, a dispute arose be- 
tween them in 1908 as to whether a letter written by the husband to 
the trustees, requiring them to pay £228 to a third pereon by certain 
instalments, constituted a forfeiture of his life interest, the wife claim- 
ing that it did eo. The trustees of the will thereupon took out an 
originating summons to have the question determined, but the parties 
came to terms, and the court, having removed the wife’s restraint upon 
anticipation, an order was made by consent staying all proceedings in 
the action upon the terms set forth in the schedule. This provided, 
inter alia (1) that during the joint lives of the husband and wife the 
sum of £315 per annum should be paid to the wife for her separate 
use, without power of anticipation, out of the income to which the 
husband was entitled, whether out of the rents and profits of the pro- 
perty appropriated to meet his annuity, or out of those forming the 
one-sixth ehare of residue; (2) that the balance of the eaid income 
should be paid to the husband during his life, subject to the conditions 
of the will; and (6) that the trustees should enter into poesession of 
the properties appropriated to meet the husband’s annuity, and collect 
the rents and manage the same. For some time the income of these 
properties had been more than sufficient to meet the payment of the 
£315, but the rents having fallen off considerably, Mrs. Hearn, in 
December, 1912, took out a summons entitled in the action commenced 
by the originating summons asking for an order (1) that the husband 
might be directed to give up possession to the trustees of the properties 
set apart to meet the one-sixth share of residue; (2) that the truetees 
might be directed to apply the rents of euch properties in making good 
the arrears of the yearly sum of £315 and any future arrears; and (3) 
in the alternative, that a receiver of the eaid rents be appointed. On 
behalf of Colonel Hearn it was contended that the consent order of 
1908 could not be enforced by any summons or other proceedings in the 
action, which was at an end, but only by independent proceedings taken 
for that purpose. Sargant, J., in a considered judgment, dismissed the 
summons, but reserved the costs to be dealt. with in any new proceed- 
ings Mrs. Hearn might take within one month. The appellants relied 
on Salt v. Cooner (16 Ch. D. 544) and Eden v. Naish (7 Ch. D. 781). 

Cozens-Hanpy, M.R., having referred to the provisions of the wiil, 
proceeded : The trustees took out an originating summons to ascertain 
whether a forfeiture of Colonel Hearn’s life interest had taken place 
The parties, however, were minded to settle the proceedings, and 
having obtained an order releasing the wife’s reetraint upon anticipation, 
unon the summone coming on, the plaintiffs and defendants agreed that 
all further proceedings in the action should be staved upon the terms 
eet out in the schedule to the order. By paragraph 6 of that schedule 
the collection of the rents and profits of the property set aside to meet 
the £500 annuity was to be taken over by the plaintiffs. Unfortu- 
nately, this property is now insufficient to meet the payment of the 
£315 per annum agreed to be paid to Mrs. Hearn, so she has taken out 
this summons. There are several objections to this course. By consent, 
of all parties, all further proceedings in this action were stayed, and 
this is evidently a further proceeding in the action, directed not only 
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against the husband, but also against the plaintiffs as trustees. It is 
impossible, on that ground alone, to accede to this application. Apart, 
however, from that, this is really an attempt to enforce an entirely new 
and independent bargain, dealing with matters not the subject of the 
action, without tak ; or independent proceeding 
opinion that the learned lge’s decision was right, and the appeal 
must be dismissed 

Buckiey and Kennepy, L..JJ meurred.—-Counset, Arnold Herbert ; 
A. Underhill. Sorici ercom & Co.; Moodie & Se 


Reported by H. Laxeronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law 
, - 


Re FINLAY. C. 8. WILSON & CO. v. FINLAY. No. 1. 
10th and tlth April. 

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—STOCKBROKER—SPECULATIVE ACCOUNTS—DEATH 
or CLIENT—-REALIZATION OF SHARES—RIGHT OF BROKER TO TAKE OVER 
CLIENT'S SHARES AT A VALUATION. 

When there is an ¢ t open between a sto khroker and his client, 
it ig both the right ] / duty ol th broker to close the account on 
the death of the cli . d to ell all shares which he has contracted 
to purchase. SAhare can 
de preé ting the l . roler may take o 


not conveniently be sold without unduly 
r himself at a proper 


valuation provid / ) done without p judice tu the client's | 


estate 

Decision of irringt ‘ nte, p 2135), aff . 

Appeal by tl lefendant from a decision by Warrington, J. 
(reported 57 S« R3’ JOURNAL, 213; 1913, 1 Ch. 247), dismissing 
a summons in an administration action, aski that the master’s cer 
tificate might uged or varied by disallowing a sum of 
£1,447 12s. Gd. certified to be due to the plaintiffs. At the time 
of his death, the testator, M. T. Finlay, was engaged in extensive 
speculations, mainly in rubber shares, and had a number of accounts 

vith the plaintiffs, who were Mincing-lane brokers, and had 
made large purchases on his instructions On the 20th of October, | 
1911, the testator informed he plaintiffs that his affairs were in a 
very involved state, ructed them to sell all the shares they 
had purchased on his , both those for which they held cer 
tificates, which they retained as their security, as well as those they 
were car ry inv ove! itt l 1 l le I ible y™ rtion of sur h share s were 
so sold Five days later the tes r took | own life, and on the 
same day the plaintiffs had he | shares \ ilued, and took them 
over themselves at that valuatior ey credited the testator’s estate 
with the amount of the lance, less brokerage, and a few days 


open 


t 
+ 





later commenced this ; n against the ator’s widow and ex 
vhich judgment for administration was pronounced on the 
28th of November The maste ertifie lial the above sum was due 

to the plaintiffs, but disallowed a el: £74 for commission. 
Cozens-Harpy, M. R., ew entirely satisfied with 
the judgment of Warring = , almost hesitated to add 
anything to it. The claimants were brokers, who had large dealings 
with the testator, as hich ; nsiderable sum became 
due at th end ntracts for shares carried over, 
and to a smaller exter or shares taken up, on which contracts 
they were entitled to an lemnity Knowing he was in difficulties, 
the testator instructed the okers to close his account, and a few 
days later was four the Serpentine. It was not 
reas mably possi >in i I : sense to attempt to throw all these 
shares on the m and so they could not in a strictly 
legal manner clos¢ e accounts, but they did that which was a 
reasonable course to pursue in the opinion of the learned judge; they 
went through the form of selling the shares to themselves. Of course. 
they could 1 really, as agents, sell to and purchase for themselves, 
but the transaction was not a true sale, but a taking over of the 
shares at a_ valuation It was not open to the court to take anv 
other view, having regard to the decisi in Lacey v. Hill: 
Scrimqeour’s claim (L. R. 8 Ch. 921). wl vas binding upon them 
In the circumstances the broker was entitled to protect himself by 
losing those contracts, and if he could not, or did not, sell to anv 
other purchaser, the burden was upon him to show that what he had 
done was reasonable. The judgment was perfectly right and would 

be affirmed. 
juckLey, L. J., gar jue ent to the same effect, observing 
that there were two courses open to the executrix. She might. if 
she had pleased, agree to take up the shares and pay for them, but 
she did not, and could not have done so in this case, or she could affirm 
the transaction, and this she must be taken to have done. There was 
idence that the pu ise money was not properly ascertained. 
. os irred CoUuNnsFl i S Schwahe and G , J 
Hl Terrell. K.C: 1 W. Copping. Sotrrcrtors, St. Barbe, 
{ W f e Ad: Davidson 


ecutrix 


Ty OY as » Te . Sida 
[ j Lew Barrie t-Law.] 
" 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re HARTER, HARTER v. HARTER. Warrington, J. 
2nd April. 
ntnGc Lease—UnNorpenep Mine—Power or Trustees To GRANT 
LEASES 


‘ lo thg trustees of his will to let from year 
: : 


Ol] ad? of years, hia real or leasehold property at such 
rent and } o such conditions aa they should think ft, and to | 


s. I am of | 


accept the surrender of leases and tenancies, to expend moncy on 
inupro ve ments, and ge nerally to manage the property according to their 
absolute discretion. There were opened and unopened mines on the 
estate, 

Held that the trustecs had no power to grant leases of unopened 
mines. 

This was an adjourned summons. A testator by his will, dated the 
18th of May, 1905, devised and bequeathed to his trustees all his 
real and personal estate upon trust to sell and convert, and invest the 
proceeds as therein mentioned, and to pay the income of such in- 
vestment to his wife during her life, and after her death to his 
daughter for life, and after the death of his daughter to hold the 
same upon certain trustees for the benefit of her children. The 
testator gave his trustees full power to postpone the sale and con- 
version of any part of his property, and directed that the income of 
the unconverted property should be paid to the person or persons to 
whom the income of the proceeds of such sale and conversion would, 
for the time being, be payable or applicable under his will if such 
sale and conversion had been actually made. Clause 11 of the will 
provided as follows: ‘I decare that as regards any real or leasehold 
property remaining unsold, my trustees may let or demise the same 
from year to year, or for any term of years, at such rent and subject 
to such covenants and conditions as they shall think fit, and may accept 
surrenders of leases and tenancies, cut timber, expend money in re- 


| 
| 


| pairs and improvements, and generally manage the property according 


to their absolute discretion. . ..’’ The testator died on the 20th of 
October, 1910, and was at that date possessed of a large estate, in- 
cluding mineral rights. There were opened and unopened mines of 
his estate, and also a seam of coal lying under certain land, which had 
been conveyed by the testator while reserving the mineral rights. This 
seam was ‘unopened at the date of his death. The summons was 
taken out by the testator’s widow, the tenant for life, to determine 
whether the trustees of the will had power to grant a lease of tl! 
above-mentioned unopened seam or bed of coal, or any other un- 
worked mines forming part of the testator’s estate, 

Wararincron, J., said that in his opinion the case was covered by 
authority beginning with the statement of law in Coke on Littleton, 
54b. and followed by the dictum of Kindersley, K.C., in Clegq v. 
Rowland (1866, 2 Ey. 160, 165), and the decisions of Joyce, J., in He 
Baskerville, Baskerville v. Baskerville (1910, 2 Ch. 329), and Swinfer 
Eady, J., in Re Dunicls, Weeks v. Daniels (1912, 2 Ch. 90). He had 
been referred to Le Barker, Wallis v. Barker (1903, 88 L. T. 685), in 
which Kekewich, J., held that trustees had power to grant a le: 
of unopened mines. It was sufficient to say, with regard to that case, 
that it was distinguishable from the present on the ground that there 
were no open mines. Kekewich, J., was dealing only with unopened 
mines. In his opinion, he was bound to follow Clegg v. Rowland, Re 
Baskerville and Re Daniels, and to hold that the trustees had no power 
to grant a lease of any unopened mines forming part of the testator’s 
estate.—CounseL, Marcy; Fellowes; Thompson. Sotzcrrors, Merri 
mans & Thirlby; Fairfoot, Rooke, & Macdonald. 

{Reported by J. B. C. Trecantuenx, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


LYONS, SONS, & CO. v. GULLIVER AND THE CAPITAL SYNDICATE 
(LIM.). Joyce, J. 12th, 13th, and 18th March; 4th, 7th, and 
9th April. 

Hichway—Osstruction—Cavusinc Crowp to AsseMBLE—THEATRE— 

Qvueve—Potice RecuLaATION—PvuBLIC NUISANCE, 

A crowd assembled outside a theatre, and marshalled in a queue 
for the purpose of obtaiuny ac mittance into the theatre, may occasion 
a public nuisance by obstructing the highway, for which the manage- 
ment of the theatre is responsible in law. The fact that the crowd is 
requlated and controlicd by the police authorities is no defe nce in an 
lion for on ’ junction and damagt 2, 


This was an action for an iniunction to restrain the defendaiuis 
from carrying on the business of a Music Hall upon their premis 
m Argyll-street so as to cause a nuisance to the plaintiffs by ob 
structing access to, or egress from, the plaintiffs’ premises, or by 
causing any noisy or other interference with the beneficial occupation 
and enjoyment ther f by reason of the assembly of crowds or other 
wise. The plaintifis were the lessees of premises situate at No. 3, 
Argvll street, London, occupying and using the same for the purpos 
of a wholesale millinery trade. The defendants were the proprietors 
of premises situate in Argyll-street, known as the Palladium Theatre 
of Varieties, used as a music hall, with perfortaances three times 
daily, at 2.30 p.m., 6.20 p.m., and 9.10 p.m. The plaintiffs alleged 
that the defendants, by so carrying on the business of a music hall 
and inviting the public to attend, were causing large numbers of 
persons to congregate in the vicinity of their premises. Seats in the 
upper circle, the cheapest part of the house, only could be booked in 
advance on. payment of an additional charge, and the majority of 
those persons who wished to enter that part of the house were only 
admitted shortly before the commencement of the performance. Pre- 
vious to the opening of the doors, for the purpose of preserving 
their order of priority, these persons were marshalled in a queue on the 
footway or in the road outside the defendants’ premises, this queue 
varving in length and composition with the character of the enter 
tainment, but frequently extending from the entrances to the theatre 
to the premises of the plaintiffs, whic h were situated on the same side 
of the street, about forty yards distant. The collection of the said 
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crowd caused a nuisance to the plaintiffs by obstructing the free access 
to and egress from their premises and constituted an obstruction 
of the highway. The plaintiffs accordingly claimed an injunction | 
as stated, and damages. The defendants, by their defence, denied 
that any nuisance or obstruction was caused by the queue or persons 
composing it, and submitted that the control of persons in the highway | 
attending their theatre was a matter for police regulation, and said | 
that the Metropolitan Police were at all times properly regulating 
and controlling the persons attending the theatre. The defendants 
naid for two additional constables to be on duty in Argyll-street for 
the purpose of regulating the crowd. At the trial it was contended | 
for the plaintiffs that the defendants were legally responsible for 
causing the crowds to assemble and were making an unreasonable 
use of the highway. For the defendants evidence was given by the 
constable on duty in the street, and it was contended that the duty 
of maintaining order and preventing obstruction was a matter for | 
the police and outside the power of the defendants. The principal 
authorities referred to were Barber v. Penley (1893, 2 Ch. 447) and 
Attorney-General v. W. H. Smith & Son (Limited) (103, L. T. 96). 

Joyce, J., in a considered judgment, said that in his opinion the 
evidence shewed that the queue was a hindrance and obstruction 
to persons entering or leaving the plaintiffs’ premises, and that it 
deterred to a slight extent customers from resorting to the plaintiffs’ | 
premises. It had been argued that when once the police had taken | 





charge of the crowd then the defendants were no longer responsible, | 
but he was unable to understand that argument. On the evidence 
he must hold that the defendants had used the highway in such a 
way as to cause an obstruction amounting, in law, to a public nuisance, 
and that the plaintiffs had suffered damage thereby. There would 
he judgment for the plaintiffs for twenty shillings damages and costs, 
but there would be no injunction, the defendants undertaking to open 


the doors earlier.—Counset, Hughes, K.C., C. J. W. Farwell, and | 


Stuart Green, for the plaintiffs; J. I. Cunliffe, K.C., and Dighton 

Pollock for the defendants. Sorimvors, Chamberlain, Johnson, & 

Levy; Beaumont, Son, & Rigden, for Maples & McCraith, Nottingham. 
(Reported by R. C. Canrixcrox, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re RENISON, Ex parte GREAVES. ’hillimore and Horridge, JJ. 
2nd April. 
BANKRUPTCY—JUDGMENT Depr—Sray oF 

Norice—GaRNISHEE OrnpeR AssoLute-—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 

47 Vicr., c. 52), s. 4, suB-SECTION 1 (G). 

A judgment creditor who hus obtained a garnishee order absolute 
attaching a debt due to his debtor, is not precluded from also issuing a 
bankruptcy notice against his debtor unless there is evidence that the 
debtor has been prevented from paying his debt by the operation of the 
garnishee order. 

Appeal against a decision of the registrar of the county court of 


Cheshire, holden at Stockport, refusing to set aside a bankruptcy notice. | 
On the 25th of October, 1912, the judgment creditor obtained a garnishee | 


order absolute against the Sukkoria Goldfields, Ltd., garnishing £2,000 
owed by that company to the debtor to the amount ot £1,444 owing to 


the creditor upon his judgment against the debtor. The judgment | 


creditor failed to recover anything under the garnishee order, and, with- 
out having taken any steps to set it aside, obtained the issue of a bank- 


ruptcy notice upon the 6th of February, 1913, requiring the debtor to | 


pay the full amount due under the judgment. The debtor applied to 
the —— to set aside the bankruptcy notice upon the ground that 
the j 
sO * am as the garnishee order was in force. The registrar refused the 
application, whereupon the debtor appealed. Counsel for the appellant 
contended that as the garnishee order absolute was valid, and had not 
heen proved to be of no value at the date when the bankruptcy notice 
was iesued, the creditor had no right to issue a bankruptcy notice, for 
the garnishee procedure was analogous to an execution by writ of fi-fa, 
and a creditor who has issued a fi-fa has no right to issue a bankruptcy 
notice while the writ of fi-fa is outstanding : Lx parte Phillips (5 Mor. 
40), and Lx parte Follows (1895, 2 Q. B. 521). He distinguished Je 
Sedgwick (5 Mor. 262) on the point that there the creditor had attached 
ehares of his debtor after the issue of a bankruptcy notice; whereas in 
the present case the attachment was prior to the bankruptcy notice. A 
garnishee order nisi does not operate as a stay of execution, so as to 
preclude a creditor from iesuing a bankruptcy notice (Re H. B., 1904, 
1 K. B. 94), but semble that a garnishee order absolute does so operate. 
It was further contended for the appellant that the. garnishee order 
absolute was a security of some value, and that the creditor should have 
valued it and deducted the value from the amount-of his debt, and that 
the bankruptcy notice was therefore bad, because it claimed more than 
was actually due. Counsel for the respondent was not called upon. 
Puurmore, J.—The courts have long held that a creditor who desires 
to iesue a bankruptcy notice must be in the position of being able to 
issue execution against his debtor; and that if he has already issued an 
execution by writ of fi-fa against the debtor for the eame debt, he can- 
not issue a bankruptcy notice so long as the writ of fi-fa is outstanding. 
That, however, is a technical rule, and has not been extended to cases 
of execution otherwise than by writ of fi-fa: see Re Sedgwick (5 Mor. 
262) and Re Bond (1911, 2 K. B. 988). A creditor may issue what. is 


| leave of the court is required under rule 316. 


ExecutTioN—BAnkRUPICyY | 
| on the business in the hope of selling it as a going concern, which he 
had not succeeded in doing. The bankrupt’s liabilities amounted to 


gment creditor had no right to the issue of a bankruptcy notice 


called execution by obtaining a charging order on shares, the appoint- 
ment of a receiver in a partnership action, or a garnishee order without 
losing his rights as a creditor in a position to issue execution. In the 
present case the creditor has attached a debt due to his debtor by means 
of a garnishee order, but that does not prevent him from proceeding by 
bankruptcy notice. If there had been any evidence that the etatutory 
form of execution adopted by the creditor had prevented the debtor 
from paying his debt, the court might have held that he was barred 
frem obtaining the iesue of a bankruptcy notice, but there is no evidence 


| that the debtor has been impeded, and therefore the bankruptcy notice 


was properly issued. <A further point has been taken—that the garnishee 
order is in the nature of a security, which must be worth something, 


| and that the debt ought to have been reduced by the value of such 


security, and that therefore the bankruptcy notice is bad, because it 
asks for too much. That, however, is wrong; a creditor issues a bank- 
ruptcy notice for the full amount of his debt, and it is not until he 
comes to petition that he has to value the securities he holds, which 
he does for the benefit of the other creditors. 

Horripcz, J., concurred.—Counsex, V. W. Hansell; J. D. Crawford, 
Soricrtors, Stibbard, Gibson, d Co., for Wood d& Gartside, Ashton- 
under-Lyme; Grundy, Kershaw, & Co. 

(Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SPINK. Ex parte SLATER. Phillimore, J. 7th Apuil. 


| BANKRUPTCY—SALE By TrRUsTEE or BANKRUPT’s Business TO LimitreD 


CompaNy—TRustez AND Members oF COMMITTEE OF INSPECTION 
ALLowep to Hotp SuHares in tHE Company—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 56—Bankruprcy Ruues, 1886-1890, Rr. 316, 
316A, 317. 

Where there are special circumstances which shew it to be in the best 
interest of the creditors, the court will allow the trustee and members 
of the committee of inspection to become interested in the purchase of 
the bankrupl’s estate, 

Application by the trustee in bankruptcy for leave to sell the bank- 
rupt’s business to a trustee for a proposed limited company notwith- 


| standing that the trustee and the members of the committee of inspec- 
| tion intended to take shares in the company, and thus ‘‘ either directly 


or indirectly become purchasers of part of the estate’ for which the 
The bankrupt had 
carried on a butcher's business at a freehold shop in Kenway-street, 


| Earl's Court, which he had mortgaged to his bankers for such an 


amount that the equity of redemption was of no value. Since the 
bankruptcy the trustee, who was appointed in July, 1912, had carried 


about £3,500, and he had practically no assets beyond the shop and 
business. In September, 1912, the bankers called in the mortgage, and 
threatened foreclosure, but they offered to accept £1,750 for the pur- 
chase of their interest. At a meeting of creditors held in February, 


| 1913, at which creditors representing proved debts to the amount of 


£1,350 attended, it was proposed and carried unanimously that a 
company should be formed with a capital of £2,000 to purchase the shop, 
business and goodwill, and that Messre. Ikin & Crowther should be 
instructed to act as solicitors for the trustee, and apply to the court 
for leave to sell the business to a company, and for the trustee and the 
members of the committee to be allowed to become shareholders in 
the company. On the 12th of March, 1913, the trustee entered into a 
conditional contract with one Smith as trustee for the company in- 
tended to be formed. This contract recited that a company was in- 
tended to be formed under the name of Spink Brothers (Limited), with 
a nominal capital of £2,000 in one pound shares, to acquire and carry 
| on the butcher's business originally carried on by the bankrupt. and 
latterly by the trustee. Clause 1 of the contract provided that the 
trustee should sell, and Smith purchase the said business, with the 
exclusive right to use the name of Spink Brothers, and to represent 
the company as carrying on the business in succession to the bankrupt 
and the trustee, and to the benefit of all existing contracts, for the 
sum of £200, and to purchase the fixtures and fittings for another 
£50, and further provided that Smith should have the right to purchase 
the book debts at their face value, and the stock-in-trade at cost 
price. Clause 4 of the contract provided that the contract should not 
be impeached on the ground that the trustee or members of the com- 
mittee of inspection stood in a fiduciary capacity to the company, or that 
the directors did not form an independent board. Clause 5 made the 
completion of the contract conditional on the approval of the court. 
Counsel for the trustee applied for the sanction of the contract not- 
withstanding that the trustee and members of the committee intended 
to become interested in the company. He put in affidavits to the effect 
that the proposed transaction was in the best interests of the general 
body of creditors, as otherwise the mortgagees would sell and the 
goodwill would be lost. Subscriptions for shares to the amount of 
£1,200 had been promised by creditors, £1,200 could be raised by a 
mortgage of the shop, and any further capital needed would be found 
by creditors. He pointed out that the trustee had power to sell the 
business under section 56 (1) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and that 
under r. 316 the court could give leave to the trustee or any member 
of the committee to become directly or indirectly interested in the 
purchase. He referred to Ke New (1901, 2 Ch. 534) as illustrating the 
practice of the Chancery Division in similar cases. The application was 
not opposed. 

Puutimone, J., iu the special circumstances of the case, gave the 
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trustee leave to carry out the contract of the 12th of March, 1913, not- | tribution wae for each debenture-holder to add together his un; aid 
withstanding that the trustee and members of the committee proposed | principal and interest, and that the assets should be divided rateably 
to become interested in the purchase by taking shares in and becoming | among the debenture-holders all round according to the amounts of 
directors of the company.—-Counsen, 2. W. Hansell. Sovicrrors, [kin | principal and interest due to them respectively. 


& Crowther. 
[Reported hy P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Itc THE MIDLAND EXPRESS (LIM.). PEARSON v, THE 
COMPANY. Sargant, J. 6th and 7th March. 
CoMPANY DeBENTURE Froatine Cuarce—Part= Pass Wrirnewt 
Prererence on Priontry—Inrerest Paw to Some Horners ot 
Desentures te to A Later Dare THAN TO OrneRS—DISTRIBUTION 01 


equity which entitles the debenture-holders who have received less 
interest than others to have the amount of their interest levelled up 
before any further distribution of the assets is made. Until a receiver 
has been appointed or a floating charge has materialized the propeit 
cannot be said te be property held in trust for all the debentur 
holders of the series. One might instance the case of a man dying i 
solvent, and of one creditor being more diligent in obtaining payment 
of part of his debt than the others. A floating security leaves a com 
pany absolutely free to deal with the property charged in the ordinary 
course-of the company’s business, and payment of interest is a dealing 
| in the ordinary course of business. Some of the debenture-holders mig 
be more friendly to the company than others, and if they delayed 1 
| some time in obtaining payment of their interest they might be found 





Assers in A Desenture-HoLper’s Action-—Prorerty INSUFFICIENT TO competing with the others not only in respect of interest, but also in 


Pay Ati Desentures AND Inrerest IN FutL—CLAIM BY THE OTHER | 


Desenture-HoLpers TO Be First Paw ‘Tem Arrears or INTERES! 

IN FULL RESIDUE THEN TO BE DIVIDED PARI PASSU. 

Where the prope fyolfaceo pony has been sold under the usual orders 
fens ale in a dehenture-holder action, and the proceed of sale ure 
imeuficiont for the payment in full of the prin ipal and intercet secured 
hy the dcehenture there ia no equily which entitles dchenture-holders 
who have recei d le intercet than othera to have the amount of thet 
interest levelled up before any lurther distribution of assets is mad 
A ct mpany 1 ned a acri ol debenture ‘ all of which were to rani 
pari passu a afl mating cha ye m th company prope ly without any 
preference or p rity over one an ther. Be for the charge created ly 
the debentures had hecome a faced charge, ome of the dehenture- 
holder had heen pad their interest dou n to a later date than othera 
had, The property we mesuthcient to pay all th principal eum 
eecurcd ond the interest. On an a] pl cation ¢ fo how the available 
axseta should he distributed, 

Held, that the amount due to cach debenture-holder for principal 
and interest should he calculated down to the date of the master’s cer- 
fintcate, « nd that the asact should be distributed rateably according 
to the amounts found due 


This was an adjourned summons to determine how an insufficiency of 
aesets was to be distributed among certain debenture-holders in respect 
of their principal and interest. The company had issued a eeries of 
first mortgage debentures. By each debenture the company covenanted 
to pay the registered holder his principal and interest. Clause 3 : 

follows The company hereby charges with such payments its 
undertaking and all its property, present and future, including its un 
called capital Clause 4 state«dl that the debenture was issued subject 
te the indorsed conditions, which were to be deemed part of it. Con 
dition 1 said that the debenture was one of a series of debentures for 
ecuring principal sume not exceeding a certain amount, and that ‘‘ such 
debentures ave all to rank pavi pussu as a first charge on the property 
hereby charged without any preference or priovity over one another, 
and such charge is to be a floating security."” Some of the holders 
had been paid their interest down to a later date than other. The 
property charged was ineufficient to pay all the principal sume secured 
and the interest, including the amount required to make up to the 
holders who had received less interest than others an amount which 
would make them paid up, as regards interest, to the same extent. The 
question was now raised as to how the available assets were to be dis 
tributed. The point had apparently never been decided, but in the 


Annual Practice, 1913, p. 961, there is the following statement ‘In| 


taking the account of what is due to debenture-holders, it is not usual 
to calculate intereet to date of the [master’s] certificate, if it is clea 
the assets will be insufficient to pay the principal in full; but if some 
debenture-holders have been paid their interest to a date later than 
others, such others should have their interest ascertained down to the 
date when some debenture holders have been paid, as they are entitled 
to be paid, their arrears of tevest before anyth ng further is paid ta 
those who have had interest paid to the later date.’’ Couneel for the 
debenture-holklers who had received the emaller amount of interest con 
tended that the practice, as laid down in the Annual Practice, was cor 
vert. They referred to the order made in the case of Re Chaffey (un 
reported). It is printed at p. 627 of Steibel on Companies, and the 
material parte are as follows :—‘ And it appearing that all interest up 
to the Ist of July, 1895, has been paid on the principal sume certified 
to be due in respect of all the debentures produced in England, excent 
the forty debentures specified in Part 2 of the schedule. . . . It 
is ordered that interest on the said forty debentures be paid to the Ist 
of July, 1895."’ Then followed the order for the distribution of the 
remainder pari passu as a firet dividend. They accordingly contended 
that, in accordance with the rec ognized practice, the debenture-holders 
who had received the smaller amount of interest should ke 
paid 20s. inthe pound on the difference between the amount of 
interest which they had received, and the larger amount of intercet 
which the others had received, before making any further division of 
assets, so that all the debenture-holders might rank equally in respect 
of interest eecured by their debentures : or, in other werds, that the 
interest of their clients should be levelled up to the amount. received 
hy thei opponents. Counsel for the debenture-holdere who had received 


the greater amount of interest, contended that the proper mode of dis 


respect of principal. In my opinion the amount due to each debentur 
| holder for principal and interest ought ‘to be calculated down to t! 
| date of the master’s certificate, and the assets ought to be distributed 
| rateably according to the amounts found due.—Counsex, C. W. Turne 

| Grant, K.C., and W. M. Cann; Gore-Browne, K.C., aud J. B. Harm 
Soxicrtors, Carter, Ilarrison, & Armstrong; Haslam & Sanders, for 
Hindle, Son, d& Cooper, Darwen; EL. Flux, Leadbitter, & Neighbour, 
for Slater & Co., Darlaston. 

{Reparted by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Kine’s Bench 
£ -—AING 
Division. 
HAAS y. ATLAS INSURANCE CO. (LIM.). Scrutton, J. 
20th Feb, 

Insurance (Lire)—Foretcn Domicite or Insurep Person—Personat 
REPRESENTATION—RiGHT oF TO Recover Poricy Money Wirnovur 
OsTaIntnc Enciisn Grant or Representarion—Revenve Act, 1889 
(52 & 53 Vicr., c. 42, s. 19) 

A policy of life insurance was effected with an English company by a 
person who subsequently died domiciled abroad. In an action by the 
insured’s executor to recover money payable under the policy, 

Held, that he was entitled to succced without producing a grant of 
representation from an English court, subject to the possible right of 


the insurance company to retain a sufficicnt sum to meet any claim of 
the C'rown to estate duty. 


The plaintiff's claim was to recover £1,000 from the defendants, an 
} insurance company, the amount payable under two policies of insurance, 
on the life of Wilhelm Haerle, who was described in the policies as of 
Basle, Switzerland. Haerle died on the 13th of August, 1912, and 1); 
his will, which was duly executed according to Swiss law, he appointed 
the plaintiff executor. Apart from the will, he made no disposition 
| of the policies or moneys payable thereunder. By Swiss law the plain 
| tiff had the power of collecting the policy moneys and of giving a good 
discharge. He applied to the defendants for payment of the £1,000, 
but they refused, on the ground that they were not bound to pay until 
the plaintiff obtained a grant of representation from an Englich court, 
and that by the policies the money was payable to the insur .~ person’s 
| executors, administrators, or assigns, which meant English executors, 
Fadministrators, or assigns. Section 19 of the Revenue Act, 1889, pro- 
| vides as follow [he proviso to section 11 of the Revenue Act, 1884, 
| is hereby repealed, and that section shall be read as if the followin 
| proviso were therein inserted in lieu of the repealed proviso : Provided 
that, where a policy of life insurance has been effected with any insu 
| ance company by a person who shall die domiciled elsewhere than in 
| the United Kingdom, the production of a grant of representation from 
a court in the United Kingdom shall not be necessary to establish tho 
right to receive the money payable in respect of such policy.’”’? It was 
contended on behalf of the plaintiff that he was entitled to recover 
without obtaining a grant of representation in this country, as the 
section provided an exception to the general law that a person suing 
as executor in this country must obtain such grant. It was submitted 
on behalf of the defendants that at most the section only conferred upon 
them a discretion to pay if they chose, and that the effect of the section 
was that the plaintiff could receive the policy moneys if the defendants 
chose to pay, but that did not entitle the plaintiff to recover them by 
action. 

Scrutton, J., in the course of his judgment, said that until 1884 it 
was the law of England that an executor could not assert his right 
until he had proved the will. Jervis, C.J., in Johnson v. Warwick (17 
C. B. 516), said that when the will was proved “the court has 
the legal optics through which to look at it.’? The practical conse- 
quence of that state of the law, which applied equally to English- 
men and foreigners, was, that if an insurance company insured the 
life of a foreigner, his representatives had, on his death, in order to 
recover the policy money, to go through the probate forms of their 
own country as well as through those of this country. That not un- 
naturally was apt to dissuade a foreigner from insuring with an English 
company, and accordingly a number of insurance companies had obtained 
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without production of an English grant of probate. But the effect of 
that might be to defeat any claim the Revenue authorities might have 
to duties. These circumstances no doubt led to the passing of section 11 
of the Revenue Act, 1884, which provided that, notwithstanding any 
provision to the contrary contained in any local or private Act, the 
production of a grant of representation from a court in the United 
Kingdom should be necessary to establish the right to recover or receive 
any part of the deceased’s personal estate and effects situated in the 
United Kingdom. There were two provisoes to that section, the first 
of which said that in certain cases insurance companies might, without 
production of an English grant, pay in respect of any policy of life 
insurance on production of an Indian or Colonial grant, and the second 
proviso said that an English grant was not necessary if the insurance 
company, before paying the money, deducted and paid to the Revenue 
authorities the amount of the duty which would have been payable if 
there had been an English grant. The purpose of that Act was to 
benefit the insurance companies under certain conditions, and to secure 
the Revenue. The Revenue Act of 1889 amended the law, the main 
object appearing to be to benefit the insurance companies. He thought 
that under section 19 of the Act of 1889 the plaintiff was entitled to 
succeed, as he had proved that he was the testamentary executor by 
Swiss law of the testator Haerle, and had proved that by Swiss law he 
had the right to recover sums due to the estate, which included the 
sums due under the policies sued on. Furthermore, he thought the 
plaintiff came within the words “‘ executors and administrators ”’ in the 
policies, and it was not necessary to decide if he came within the word 
“‘assigns.’’ The plaintiff had the right to recover the policy moneye, 
and was entitled to judgment, but in the absence of the Crown he did 
not think he ought to decide whether or not English estate duty was 
payable out of the policy moneys, although he rather thought it was. 
If estate duty was payable, section 9 of the Finance Act, 1894, gave a 
charge to the extent of the duty on the moneys, and he thought that if 
the defendants retained out of the moneys an amount equal to the 
duty they would not be going beyond their legal rights. The defen- 
dants could inform the Government, and then it might be decided in 
interpleader proceedings whether the Crown was entitled to estate duty 
or not. There would be judgment for the plaintiff with costs.—CounseEL, 
Maurice Hill. K.C., and Iselin; Leslie Scott, K.C., and Sims Williams. 
Soxicirors, Freeman, Haynes, & Co.; G. F. Hudson & Matthews. 
{Reported by Lsonanp C. THomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Solicitors’ Cases. 


Solicitor Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
April 15.—Artuur Ropert Lake, Wakefield, ordered to be struck 
off the rolls. 





Solicitors Ordered to be Suspended. 
April 16.—Francis Wint1am Henry Durrant, 51 and 52, Carey- 
street, W.C., ordered to be suspended for three years. 
April 16.—ArtHur Marcaant, Grecian Chambers, Devereux-court, 
W.C., ordered to be suspended for two years. 
April 16.—Rosert Perr. Price, Carmarthen, ordered to be suspended 
for six months. 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the Society will be 
held in the Hall of the Society, on Friday, 25th April, at 2 o'clock. 

The President will move: ‘‘ That the following words be added at 
the end of Bye-law 40, namely—‘ Provided always that the Society may 
in general meeting from time to time suspend for such period or periods 
as it thinks proper the operation of that part of this bye-law which 
provides for retiring members being ineligible for re-election.’ ”’ 

In the event of the above resolution being carrid, the President will 
move : ‘‘ That the operation of so much of Bye-law 40 as provides for 
retiring members of the Council being ineligible for re-election shall 
be and the same is hereby suspended for a period of three years from 
this date.”’ 

Mr. Charles Ford will ask the President: ‘‘ Whether his evidence 
before the Royal Commission on Delay in trial of causes in the King’s 
Bench Division was confined to the matter of saving the time of 
Judges on circuit; and whether the London members of the Society 
will have an equal opportunity with the members of the provincial 
law societies of considering the Council’s echeme for the reform of the 
circuit system before such scheme is submitted to the Royal Com- 
mission ? ”’ 

Mr. Charles Ford will ask the President : ‘‘ Whether, in view of the 
growth of officialism in relation to the legal business of the country, 
the Council have coneidered, or will consider, the desirableness of 
seeking statutory authority for limiting the number of admissions on 
the Roll of Solicitors, as was formerly the law?”’ 

Mr. J. S. Rubinetein will move: ‘‘ That in view of the following 
facte—(a) That it ia now over two years since the Land Transfer 
Commission reported that the system of registration of title was 
‘complicated ’ and ‘imperfect’; that a purchaser in London, where the 
system is in compulsory operation, ‘ was at a disadvantage as compared 
with a purchaser elsewhere,’ and they could not recommend the com- 
pulsory extension of an imperfect system; (6) that not one of the 
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amendments recommended by the Commission has been adopted; (c) 
that the experimental trial of the compulsory system in London having 
extended over thirteen years, the failure of the system has been 
established beyond dispute—this meeting is of opinion that the Council 
should consider whether the time has not arrived to represent to the 
Privy Council that, in the interests of the public, they should now, 
in the exercise of the express authority entrusted to them by Parlia- 
ment, revoke the order applying compulsion to London.”’ 

Mr. Charles Ford will ask the President : ‘‘ How many solicitors 
have during the past five years, by Stock Exchange speculation, involved 
themselves in conduct which the Discipline Committee have had to 
consider ? ”’ 


United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above Society was held on Monday, 14th April, 
at 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. Thomas Hynes moved : 
‘That modern literature is seriously handicapped by the tastes of 
present-day readers.’’ Mr. Vivian Hocking opposed. The following 
gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs. G. W. Blackwell, T, A. Pace, J. Ball, 
W. S. Clayton Greene, and H. 8. Wood Smith. The motion was 
carried by one vote. 


The Union Society of London. 


_The twenty-first meeting of the 1912-13 session was held at 3n, 
King’s Bench Walk, Temple, on Wednesday, April 16th, at 8 p.m. 


The president, Mr. George F. Kinghorn, was in the chair. Mr. Coram 
moved : ‘“‘ That the time has now arrived when the emigration of the 
country’s best citizens should be checked.” Mr. H. J. Cope opposed. 
The following members also spoke : Messrs. A. Safford, C. H. Counsell, 
J. Ambrose, W. H. K. Forbes, 8. G. Baker, Dr. Schinmeister-Marshal, 
Dr. Pollen, Harry Geen. 

The motion for debate on Wednesday, April 23rd, is ‘‘ That no one 
should be qualified for a seat in either House of Parliament who is a 
member of any business or financial or commercial undertaking.” 








Judge Snagge’s Long Service. 


When his Honour Judge Sir T. W. Snagge, LL.D., K.C.M.G., took 
his seat at the Northampton County Court on Wednesday he was 
cordially congratulated by the members of the Law Society on com- 
pleting thirty years’ service as a judge of the county court. © 

Mr. James Jackson, on behalf of Mr. Hirst Simpson (president) and 
the Law Society of Northamptonshire, said it was not his intention to 
refer to the distinguishing facts in his Honour’s career apart from his 
judgeship of the county court, nor to the fact that the thirty years 
had seen a great extension of the jurisdiction of the court by the 
passing of many Acts of Parliament placing extra work upon the 
county court. In presiding over the court his Honour had shown a 
great tolerance of the failings and infirmities of human nature. He 
(Mr. Jackson) was inclined to think that tolerance could not exist apart 
from the sense and faculty of humour. Certainly it did not in the case 
of his Honour. If he might be allowed to say so, he had humanised the 
court. There was another respect in which the Law Society felt very 
much the advantage of his Honour’s presence there as judge. He had 
induced to the minds of litigants a spirit of reasonableness—not only 
in the minds of the litigants themselves, but also—and it was as much 
needed—in the minds of advocates. The consequence had been that the 
proceedings in that court had not been the seed—as had often been 
the case in other places—of bitter and long continued feuds after the 
fight was over. ‘‘We wish to thank you,’’ said Mr. Jackson, ‘for 
your exceeding courtesy and kindness to us personally. We congra- 
tulate you upon having lived so long in good health of mind and body, 
and we wish you many years of continued life and all good things.”’ 

The Registrar (Mr, T, M, Percival), on behalf of the officials of the 
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court, joined in the Law Society's congratulations. The officials greatly 
appreciated the courtesy they had always been shown by his Honour. 
His Honour, in the conrse of his reply, said : I am deeply touched by 
the salutation with which you have greeted me this morning. I can 
hardly realise that thirty years have gone by since I took my seat upon 
the county court bench. During those years, of the fifty-six col- 
leagues on the list, at the bottom of which I came in, only two remain. 
With only two exceptions, I find myself the oldest in years of the 
occupants of the county court bench, and the fifth in years of the 
sitting judges in England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales, and so I have 
constantly before me a reminder that the time cannot be far distant 
when my tenure of office as judge must terminate. Certainly it will 
not be protracted beyond the day when I find myself either mentally 
or physically unfitted in the slightest degree for the discharge of the 





very onerous and exacting duties of the office I have the honour to | 
| both here and at Lloyd's, to place the business on a sound basis, and 


hold. JT am glad and deeply thankful to have been blessed with unusual 
health and strength for one of my years. I have nothing to complain 
of on that score, and, looking back over the thirty years that I have 
been on the bench, | do not think there is one day of my official life 
that I could wish to have had changed or otherwise than it has been. 
I was fortunate enough during the first five or six years of my judicial 
apprenticeship in an important circuit in the North of England—the 
West Riding of Yorkshire—to have the assistance of trained advocates 
of the highest ability. I have also been fortunate in the circuit to 
which I have been transferred to find myself assisted by a bar of 
advocates without whose help I never could have discharged the duties 
cast upon me. The duties of a county court judge in these days are 


In the fire department the profits had been very large, representing no 
less a sum than 26} per cent. of the premium income. He thought he 
would be a very bold and a very sanguine man if he ventured to look 
forward to a continuance of that ratio of profit. Competition was fierce, 
and at the present moment the company was not only suffering from 
the ordinary course of affairs which might be expected, but it had had 
four losses from the acts of fierce female politicians. He supposed 
they would try to recover from the funds of those ladies the loss which 
had ensued, he did not know with what success. He only hoped that 
the Government would find some way of_ preventing these disastrous 
outrages. As regarded the marine department, as they knew, the year 
had been marked by a disaster of overwhelming magnitude, attended, 
unfortunately, by loss of life. There had been other disasters of great 
magnitude, but the salvages had been satisfactory, and though there was 
an improvement in the business, there was a good deal to be done, 


to prevent the rash competition, which was neither a benefit to marine 
insurance companies, nor to underwriters, nor even to those who insured. 
During the last five years the company had embarked in various new 


| classes of business, and as far as the experience of the directors went, 


that business had proved satisfactory. They embarked upon that 
business, not so much with the idea of a great profit, but to meet 


| the wants of those who insured their lives and against fire losses. He 


very exacting and very arduous; both the physical and mental strain | 
| tion accounts which fell for valuation at the close of the year, amounted 


are very great. I have seventeen courts, extending into seven coun- 
ties, necessitating 22,000 miles of railway travelling alone annually. 
Partly in consequence of my health and strength, but chiefly owing to 
the help and assistance I have had from the advocates who have 
practised in my courts, to the tolerance of the litigants and the public 
in the circuit, and, above all, to the aid of the most competent and 
very zealous officials of my different courts, I have been able to dis- 
charge my duties, so that to-day I can say, with the exception of one 
or two cases part-heard—cases of great magnitude and length—I do 
not think I have one single case in arrear in my whole circuit. I am 
proud of that. It is not only a matter of pride, but a matter of 
necessity, for a county court judge has no to-morrow in the same place. 

His Honour concluded by saying that, in the evening of his days, he 
had one ambition. He hoped when the time came when he was re- 
— and not addressed it might be said of him ‘ He tried to do 
his duty.”’ 





Companies. 


Alliance Assurance Co. 


The annual general meeting of the Alliance Assurance was held on 
Wednesday at the head office of the company, Bartholomew-lane, Lord 
Rothschild, chairman of the Board, presiding. 

Mr. Robert Lewis, general manager, having read the notice con- 
vening the meeting, 


The Chairman moved the adoption of the report and accounts. He | 


said that since they had met last year they had sustained a great loss 
by the death of Lord Stalbridge, who had been for thirty-six years 
connected with the company. The interests which he represented would 
still remain in the company, and Lord Dalmeny had been elected by 
the Board as a director in his place. He thought that the shareholders 
would all agree with him that the report and the accounts of the 
various branches of the Alliance were most satisfactory, he ventured 


was glad to say that that business had proved, as far as the company 
was concerned, fairly profitable, although at the present moment the 
shareholders had not derived any advantage from the profit thus made. 
That profit had only been used to increase the reserves. The profit on 
the several accounts, inclusive of the life annuity and capital redemp- 


to nearly £600,000, over £590,000, of which nearly £20,000, £19,475 


| odd, went to swell the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s balance-sheets ; 


£20,000 was appropriated to reduce the cost of the company’s premises ; 
£35,000 to writing down Stock Exchange securities to market value; 
£42,000 to increasing the reserves and the new branches of the business 
referred to; and £395,000 came under the head of dividend, allowing 
£78,000 to be carried forward to profit and loss; the total assets of the 
company exceeding 234 million sterling. In conclusion, he only wished 
to express the hope that those who filled the chair at future meetings 
might have an equally satisfactory report and balance-sheet to bring 


| forward. 





Mr. Henry White seconded the motion, observing that he was not at 
all surprised at the report, in view of the very capital arrangement 
which had been made in securing the amalgamation with the company 
of three of the principal West End offices, whose business was all done 
within the United Kingdom. The premiums arising from those offices 
were about £500,000. He had no doubt that eventually the Board 
would be able to declare even a higher dividend. He believed the 
company was going on the right track; the present was a most favour- 
able report. 

The report having been unanimously adopted, 

The Chairman declared a dividend of 12s. per share, less income-tax. 

The appointment of Lord Dalmeny to the Board was confirmed, and 
Mr. Ian Heathcoat Amory, the Duke of Devonshire, Col. the Hon. 
Everard C. Digby, and Sir C. Rivers Wi'son, who retired by rotation, 
were re-elected. Mr. Chas. Lee Nichols, F.C.A., was re-elected auditor. 

Sir Robert Biddulph moved a vote of thanks, which was carried, to 
the Chairman and the directors, and the staff at the head offices and 


| branches. 


The Chairman, in returning thanks, said he could assure the meeting 
that the directors appreciated as much as, if not more than, the share- 
holders the vote of thanks to the General Manager and the staff. He 


| could not allow the opportunity to pass without saying, on behalf of 


to say, perhaps, the most satisfactory that the directors had ever had | 


the pleasure of presenting to the shareholders. 
meeting of what he had said last year, when insurance companies were 
suffering under the depression caused by the loss of the “ Titanic,” 
namely, that we are an insurance company, and as a result of 
our business we have, naturally, to pay losses on that busi- 
ness, and it was their duty to make ample provision for those losses, 
so as to place the business on a good and sound footing by pro- 
viding large and proper reserves. With regard to the life account, the 
new polic ies during the year amounted to no less a sum than £1,848,581. 
Of this amount £272,000 were reinsured, leaving a net balance of over 


He reminded the | 


a million and a half, which was the largest new amount traneacted by | 


the company in any previous year. 
the four years of the current quinquennium was satisfactory, the actual 


The mortality experienced during | 


claims being less than 75 per cent. of that expected, according to the | 


mortality table adopted by the company. 
of the life and annuity accounts fell to be made at the close of the 
account of the year. In the absence of any great fall in the value of 


The quinquennial valuation | 


Stock Exchange securities, he was assured by Mr. Lewis that the | 


prospect of substantial profits was distinctly favourable. 


point he (the Chairman) was optimistic. He thought that the war 


On that | 


clouds which hung over Europe had disappeared, and that a further | 
depreciation of securities need not be looked for, certainly in the | 


coming six monthe. He wished to point out that the policy of the 
directors had been, since 1906 or 1907, to write down to the market 
value the securities which were represented in the balance-sheets, so 
that whatever the balance-sheets might have suffered in the past, for 
the future the outlook was bright and promising, and they would not 
have to rely upon what was often called a reserve fund for ‘depreciation 
of securities, but which, in reality, was often simply a danger-signal, 


| 
| 


his brother directors and himself, how grateful they were to them for 
their continued assiduity and zeal, and for the way they worked for 
the company and the shareholders. 


The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society (Limited). 


The twenty-fourth annual general meeting of the eociety was held 
at the head offices of the society on Tuesday, the 15th inst. Mr. W. 
Arthur Sharpe in the chair. The directors’ report stated that the 
sales had increased during last year from £69,483 in 1911 to £76,056, 
and that the net profit amounted to £7,820 lle. 1d., againet 
£3,089 13s. 1d. in 1911. The directors recommended a dividend et 
the rate of 10 per cent. per annum, free of income tax, a bonus to 
customers, and a distribution under a profit-sharing scheme amongst 
the staff in accordance with the articles of association. The dividend 
was approved, £2,500 was added to the reserve account, and the carry 
forward was £1,989 7s. 6d., against £1,644 9s. in 1911. 

The Chairman, in moving the adoption of the report, mentioned that 
a profit-sharing scheme had during last year been placed - before the 
staff, and the directors considered that the scheme had had a beneficial 
effect upon the profits, and stated that, in his opinion, he saw no reason 
why the profits should not be maintained. A considerable sum had 
been epent on plant in excess of money received on capitai account, and 
that the time would shortly come when an issue of shares would be 
required for the purpose of paying off the loan providing a little more 
sinking capital, but still more with a view of interesting additional 
members of the profession in the society. He also called attention to 
the fact that the amount of the reserve account was more than half 
of that of the paid-up capital. The meeting terminated with votes of 
thanks to the edition, the directors, and the staff, 
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Obituary. 
Mr. W. P. W. Phillimore. 


Mr. William Phillimore Watts Phillimore, the genealogist, of Chan 


| 


| 
| 


cery-lane, and Moranside, Gerrard’s Cross-common, died at Torquay on | 


Wedneeday in his sixtieth year. Mr. Phillimore was the eldest son of 
Mr. W. P. Phillimore, M.B., of Bridgen Hall, Bridgnorth. Ie 
graduated at Queen’s College, Oxford, in 1876, taking a second class 
in the final school of law. He was admitted as a solicitor in 1880. 
From the time that he left the university he devoted himself to the 
study of family histories and ancient records, and he edited more than 
200 volumes of parish registers, inquisitions, and will calendars. His 
extensive investigations of English county pedigrees have been embodied 
in many publications, and his books on family history and the law of 
grants of arme and changes of names are well known. He had long 
been an advocate of legislation for the institution of local record offices 


and he founded more than one society for the study and preservation of | 


ancient documents. His reputation for researches into the history of 
eld English families extended beyond the United Kingdom, and wae 
recognized especially by the historical societies of New England. 


Mr. E. M. Underdown, K.C. 


Mr. Emanuel Maguire Underdown, K.C., died suddenly on the nigit 
of the 11th inst. As he was entering a lift at the Strand Station of 
the Piccadilly and Brompton Railway Mr. Underdown collapsed, and 
was immediately conveyed to King’s College Hospital, but it was found 
that he was already dead. Mr. Underdown was born in 1831, being 
the eldest son of Mr. Emanuel Underdown, of Sidmouth, Devon. He 
entered at the Inner Temple in 1859, and was called to the Bar in 
1861, after obtaining a certificate of honour. Mr. Underdown, who 
went the South-Eastern Circuit, was the author of ‘‘ A Treatise on the 
Law of Art Copyright,’’ and took silk in 1886, becoming a Bencher in 
1894. He was honorary counsel to the Society of Authors, and went 


on various business missions to the Straits of Malacca, Madras, Spain, | 


Cuba, Egypt, &c. 
1895 as a Unionist. 


He unsuccessfully contested Monmouth district in 


He was twice married, first to Selina, daughter | 


of Peter Poland, and second to Marie (who died in 19U1), fourth | 


daughter of Leopold Ehrenfest, formerly a lieutenant in the Austrian 
Grenadier Guards. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


| tors, 90, 


The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster has transferred his Honour | 


Judge Sturces, K.C., from the County Court Judgeship (Circuit No. 
4, Preston and Distriet) to the County Court Judgeship (Circuit No. 5, 
Bolton) vacant by the death of the late Judge Bradbury, and hes 


appointed Mr. Adam Spencer Hogg to the County Court Judgeship | 


(Circuit No. 4), previously held by his Honour Judge Sturges. Mr, 
Hogg was appointed Stipendiary Magistrate for Salford in 1911. 

The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster has appointed Mr. Perer 
Witson Atkin to be Stipendiary Justice for the Borough of Salford 
in the place of Mr. Adam Spencer Hogg, who has been appointed 
County Court Judge (Circuit No. 4). Mr. Atkin was called to the 
Bar by the Inner Temple in 1883, and has been practising on the 
Northern Circuit. 

Mr. Witttim Rosert Suetnon has been elected a Bencher of Lin- 
coln’s Inn, in succession to the late Right Hon. Lord Macnaghten, 
G.C.M.G. . 

Mr. Tuomas Francis Motony, K.C., has been appointed to be 
\ttorney-General for Ireland in succession to the Right Hon. Ignatius 
O’Brien, appointed Lord Chancellor of Ireland. Mr. Molony, who was 
appointed Solicitor-General for Ireland last year, was called to the 
Irish Bar in 1887 after a distinguished career at Trinity College 














Dublin, the King’s Inns, and the Middle Temple, of which he is a 
member. He took silk in 1899, and became second Serjeant-at-Law 


| in 1911. Among other offices he has filled is that of a Commissioner of 


Education in Ireland. Mr. Molony is forty-seven years of ago. 

The Board of Inland Revenue have appointed Mr. Percy THoMPson, 
Assistant Secretary, to be Secretary for Stamps and Controller of 
Stamps, in succession to Mr. Frederick Atterbury, C.B., appointed 
Controller of his Majeety’s Stationery Office; and Mr. Ricnarp V. N. 
Hopkins to be an Assistant Secretary, in succession to Mr. Percy 
Thompson. 

The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have approved 
the appointment of Mr. Cravp Scuuster, barrister-at-law, at present 
secretary and legal adviser to the National Health Insurance Commis- 
sion (England), as legal member of that Commission and of the National 
Health Insurance Joint Committee. Mr. Schuster will be succeeded 
as eecretary to the National Health Insurance Commission (England) 
by Mr. Joun ANbeErSsoN, at present a principal clerk in that Depart- 
ment. These appointments will take effect as from the 13th proximo. 

The Attorney-General has appointed Mr. THomas JAMES CHESSHYRE 
Tomiin to be Junior Equity Counsel to the Board of Inland Revenue. 
He succeeds Mr. James Aucten-Cartmell, who was recently appointed 
Junior Equity Counsel to the Treasury. Mr. Tomlin was called 
in 1891. 





Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolutions. 

Harotp Gorpon Tuomrson and Epmunp Joun Rosin Hert, soli- 
citors (Thompson & Hett), 19, Laurence Pountney-lane, in the City of 
London. March 31. The business will be carried on in the futuce by 
the said Harold Gordon Thompeon. [Gazette, April 11. 

Howarp Krincstey Woop, F. Wirison Forey, and G. C. Munro, 
solicitors (Wilson Foley, Munro, & Co.), 4, Corporation-street, Man- 
chester. April 1. [Gazette, April 15. 





Information Required. 


RE CHARLES TUFF, DECEASED.—To solicitors, estate agents, 
and others.—Information is wanted as to the whereabouts of certain 
deeds and documents of title relating to 12 acres 3 roods and 38 perches 
of freehold land situate between Perry Hill and Cooling Street, in the 
parish of Cliffe, near Rochester, purchased by the late Charles Tuff, 
then of The Poplars, Strood Hill, Strood, in April, 1906. All com- 
munications should be addressed to Messrs. Harwood & Pueey, solici- 
Cannon-street, London, E.C. 


General. 
Lord Gorell was slightly better on Wednesday. 
In the House of Commons, on the 11th inst., on the motion of Mr. 
Illingworth, the Lords’ message proposing that the Forgery Bill should 


| be referred to a joint committee of both Houses was considered, and 


£90,000 FOR MORTGAGE. 


the proposal was agreed to. 

The Royal Commission on the congestion of legal business have 
signed an interim report recommending that another judge should be 
appointed immediately. The Commission will take further evidence 
to ascertain whether other recommendations should also be made to 
prevent congestion in the Courts of King’s Bench. 

In the House of Commons, om the 14th inst., Mr. Joynson-Hicks 
aeked the Prime Minister whether he had received the interim report of 
the Royal Commission on the Law Courts; whether the arrears in the 
King’s Bench Court were worse now than they were a year ago; and 
whether he would take immediate steps for the appointment of another 
Judge. Mr. Asquith: I understand that the interim report has just 
been received. I am not yet aware of its contents, nor of what recom- 
mendations the Commiseion may have made. The report will be very 
carefully considered. 











Messrs. COLLINS & COLLINS, Surveyors, 


are requiring 


SEVERAL FIRST-CLASS SECURITIES FOR SUBSTANTIAL AMOUNTS. 
PRIORITY WILL BE GIVEN TO AGRICULTURAL LAND 


AND FREEHOLDS 


IN THE CITY AND WEST-END. 


Principals or their Solicitors are invited to communicate, in confidence, with 


The Lenders’ Surveyors, Messrs. COLLINS & COLLINS, 





37, South 


j 


Audley Street, Grosvenor Square, W. 
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Frank Saunderson Cooper, of South Croxted-road, Dulwich, was sen 























said the defendant was a sol 
out in July, 1910. 









































man, to tell him point blank whether they charged him with anything. 




















offence should be warned by the police officer, eo that he might not 
blurt out anything that might be used against him, and that he should 




















be warned that anything he said might be used in evidence against 
him. The Judge added that he was not saying anything against the 








polic e, 





The Town Clerk of Devizes received on Saturday last a communica 




















tion from the secretary to the Royal Commission on Legal Delay in 
the King’s Bench Divieion, eaying :—‘* At a meeting of the Commission 
held yesterday afternoon, the Commissioners decided that they do not 
now anticipate considering any alteration in the holding of criminal 














assizes at Devizes. 





The letter added that the Commissioners may 
I the civil ateize worl _ and ehould Devizes 
be affected by such a echeme opportunity would be afforded to the 








consider a rrouping s h 
























































town to offer evidence It is understood, says the Times, that a 
similar letter has been sent to other towns, which have forwarded 
remonstrances against any propor ils for the removal of aseizes owing 
to the grouping of count 





In the House of Commons, on the 14th inst., Mr. Ginnell asked the 
Prime Minister whether the Law Officers, having been in error in 
recommending a course for which there was no legal warrant, and in 
defending the case of Bowl: the Bank of England, had drawn, in 
addition to their salaries, extra fees for pureuing that course; and if 
60, whether they had offered to return those feee.—Mr. Asquith : The 































































































before, and the Court thought fit to invoke the aesietance of. the Law 
Officers of the Crown Mr. Ginnell : Was not the case resisted on the 
advice of the Law Officers Mr. Asquith: That is another question 















































law officers receive extra fees, while the Scottiesh law officers do not? 
Mr. Asquith : That is one of those very eimple arrangements by which 
Scotland does not always profit 














3o much as she seeme to do. 














Though, says the Globe, the late Mr. Marsham 
magistrate for thirty-four years, he was not the oldest 





was a London 
; member of the 
Metropolitan Bench. That distinction belongs to Sir Albert de Rutzen, 
who has been Metropolitan magistrate for thirty-cix veare 
continues to perform his duties at Bow-street 





























and who 
with unabated diligence 
and judgment There are, however, administrators of the criminal 
law in other parts of the country whose record of service is even 
longer. Sir Horatio Lloyd, for instance, has been Recorder of Cheeter 
for nearly half a century, having been appointed to the office in 1866 
There is, too, a stipendiary mayietrate whose 
Sir Albert de Rutzen’s; Mr. Welby 
Sheffield for thirty-nine years. 















































period of service exceeds 
has been stipendiary magistrate of 
Che atmosphere of crime would appear, 

















There are eight Metropolitan magistrates, apart from Sir Albert de 
Rutzen, who have served more than twenty years. Not in the criminal 
courte, however, is to be found the longest record of judicial service 
Mr. Registrar Brougham, who, like all his colleagues in the Bank 
ruptey Court, has important judicial duties to perform, has been a 
registrar for sixty-five years. It was in 1848 that he began his judicial 
career in the Bankruptcy Court. The county court Bench has its 
veterans not a few. Judge Greenhow has eerved for thirty-two vears 
and Judge Sir W. L. Selfe and Judge Sir Thomes Snagge fo thirty. 
The Superior Courte, apart from Lord Halebury, y layed a 
conspicuous part in the judi 
twenty-seven years, afford 
service, 













































































who has played a 
ial work of the House of Lords for 


no instance of 




















a quarter of a century's 

















Mr. John Hill, h iving resigned the treasurership of the Infant Orphan 
Asylum, Wanstead, after many yeare of valuable service the com 
mittee are pleased to announce that Alderman Sir George Wyatt Trus 
cott, Bart., has accepted the office. Mr. Hill will e¢till remain on the 
committee. 












































Rovar Ex HANGE AssurRANCE CorroraTIon.—At 
held on Tuesday, it was decided to recommend the general court to 
declare a further dividend of 6 per cent., free of income-tax king 
10 per cent. for the year 1912, ila terate, 





a court of directors, 




















At Lambeth Police Court, on the 11th inst., before Mr. Hopkins, 


tenced to pay £10 and £3 3s. costs, and 5s. and 2s. costs, on two 
summonses taken out by the Law Society, and charging him, under the 
Solicitors’ Act, 1874, with falsely pretending that he was duly qualified 
to act as a solicitor. Mr. Humphreys, who supported the summoreee, 
citor, but his last certificate was taken 


In the couree of a case at the Old Bailey on the 11th inst., Mr. 
Justice Lueh said that police officers ought, before they detained a 


He thought it was highly desirable for the protection of ac used persons 
although it was not necessary 6o far as the admissibility of the 
evidence was concerned—that a man arrested or charged with an 


question whether a resolution in Committee of Ways and Means im 
posing Income-tax had the force of law was one which had not been 
judicially decided until the case of Bowles v. Bank of England. The 
Crown was repreeented in the | ral pu weedings, on the su stion of 
the Court, by the Law Officess, to whom fees were conse «ytve ntly pai 1 | 
in pursuance of the ordinary arrangement as to their remuneration 
The answer to the last part of the queetion is in the negative. M1 
Ginnell : Is it usual for Ministers to profit by their own errors, as in 
this case?—-Mr. Asquith: No, eir. The point had never been decided | 


Mr. Watt: Why should the anomaly exist that the English and Irish | 


indeed, to be rather healthy for those whose function it is to punish, | 


MORTGAGES.—Messrs. Goddard & Smith have every quarter large 
funds to invest on mortgage of business premises or town or country 
properties. Those having securities to offer for mortgage or for sale 
outright are invited to eubmit the particulars to them.—Goddard & 
Smith, Surveyors and Land Agents, 196, Piccadilly, W. (next to 
Princes’ ).—-Advt. 





Why Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisu Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Limitep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company, 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. *Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 











Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora ov KearsTeans is ATTENDANCE OF 
EmrroExcy Aprrat Court Mr. Justice 


Date. Mr. Justice 





Rota. No. I, Jovox. Swinrew Eapr. 

| Monday April 21 Mr Charch Mr Borrer Mr Laach Mr Farmor 

| Tuesday ...... 22 Farmer ach Goldschmidt Svage! 

| Wednesday ... 23 Synge Goldschmidt Charch Bloxan 

| Thursday ...... 24 Jolly Farmer Greswell Goldschmidt 
Friday .... 2 Bloxam Church Jolly Leach 
Saturday ...... 26 Greswell Synge Borrer Church 





) Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

Date, Wanraisoror. NEVILLE. Parken. Bvs, 
Monday April 21 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Syngo Mr Greswell Mr Jolly 

| Cuesday ...... 22 Bloxam Korrer Church Groeawell 

| Wednesday... 23 Farmer Jolly Leach Borrer 

| Thursday...... 2 Church Bloxam Borrer Synge 
Friday .... Greswell Goidsshmidt Synge Farmer 
Saturday ...... 26 Leach Farmer olly Bloxan 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


April 22.—Messrs. Camerons, at the Mart, at 1: Residences (see advertisement 
back pege, this week). 

April 24.—Messrs. Strason & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Investments (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 7.— Messrs. Kowiw Fox, Bousrre.p, Buawerrs & Bavosvey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Propertios (see advertire nent, back page, this week). 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

| Liurrep rm Cmanozer. 

London Gazette,—FRIDAY, April 11 


ALBERTA COMMERCIAL SYNDICATE LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Juve 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Arthur Henry Prior, Chape! House, 62, New Broid at, liqu'dator. 

CATERING Co, LTD., AND NOTTINGHAM HIRE AND CATERING Co, Ltp (IN VOLUNTARY 
LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, vn or vefore April 26, to send their names 

| and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Archibsid Galland 
Mellors, 1, King Johu’s chmbs, Bridlesmith Gate, Nottingham, liquidator. 

FRANK 8. RICHARDSON, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, presented April 8, directed to 
be heard at the Court House, Quay st, Manchester, on April 22, Law & Ward, 5, John 
Dalton st, Manchester ; agents fur Kerly & Co, Austin-friars, solors for the petors. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o’ciock in 
the afternoon of April 21. 

Joun R. Sorio & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Dundas 
Price, Finsbury House, Blomfield st, liquidator. 

RomMARyY, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 29, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edmund Chaplin Baldwin, 8, 
North st, Brighton, liquidator. 

Rupees Estates TRus¢ AND INVESTMENT CorPORATION, LTp.—Petn for winding-up, 
presented April 3, directed to be heard April 22. Heywood & Ram, Outer Temple, 
222, Strand, solors for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named 

| not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of April 21. 

WARMSLEY & Co, LTp. (IN VOLUNTAKY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or cl-ims, to Arthur Gould West, Market p , Pealing, iiquidator. 

West EN» RIFLE CLUB, Lp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required 
on or before May 24. to send in their names and address:s, and particulars of theic 
debts or claims, to Mr. Frederick G. Price, 15, New Brod st,{liquidator. 

WHIT: HEAD & Woop, Ltp. — Creditors are required, on or before May 13, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of the'* ‘ts or claims, Ww 
Frederick Augustus Hargreaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley, liquidator] 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, April 15. 

JOHNSON-LUNDELL ELectric Tracrioy Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 31, to send their nazes and addresses, and particulars of ther debts or 
clarm-, to Allan Ernest Messer, 14, Oli Jewry cumrs Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry 
chabrs, solors to the liquidator. 

Pace & Sons, ALBION TRUNK WORKS, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before April 22, to send in their nemes and ad iresses, with par- 
ticulars of theirdebts or claims, to Freierick William Allen, 7 ands, Railway 
approach, London Bridge, liquidator. 

SANVALLA ToBacco Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, ou or before May 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Allan Carruth 
Barr, c.o. H. A. G. Lewis, Temple chmbrsa, Temple av. Tiddeman & Enthoven, 
Mooryzate st, solors to the liquidat or. 

SrocKPORT AND DISTRICT RAILWAY SERVANTS’ COFFEE TAVERN Co, Ltp.—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 12, to send their names and adresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Frank Kuowles, 75, St. Petersgate Stockport. Potts, Stock- 
port, solor for the iiquidator. 

T. J. Suarp & Co, Ltp.—Peta for winding-up, presented Mar. 26, directed to be hea d 
the Court H:« use, Victoria’ st, Liverpool, April 25 at 10. Collins # Uo, Qu, Castle st, 
Liverpool, solors for the petnr ; agents, Pritchard & Sons, 2,3, and 4, Biliterav Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon 


| of April 24, 
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ALLIANC 


ASSURANCE COMPANY, LTD. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1824, 











Assets exceed £23,500,000. 


Heap Orrice: BARTHOLOMEW LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





DIRECTORS: 
THE RIGHT HON. LORD ROTHSCHILD, G.C.V.O., Chairman. 
IAN HEATHCOAT AMORY, Esq. HUGH H. J. W. DRUMMOND, Esq. 
CHARLES EDWARD BARNETT, Esq. Capt. GERALD M. A. ELLIS. 
F. CAVENDISH BENTINCK, Esq. C. SHIRREFF HILTON, Esq. 
A. V. DUNLOP BEST, Esq. W. DOURO HOARE, Esq. 
FRANCIS AUGUSTUS BEVAN, Esq. FRANCIS ALFRED LUCAS, Esq. 
| PERCIVAL BOSANQUET, Esq. | CECIL FRANCIS PARR, Esq. 
Hon. KENELM P. BOUVERIE. Hon. HENRY BERKELEY PORTMAN. 
THOMAS HENRY BURROUGHES, Esq. | Hon. N. CHARLES ROTHSCHILD. 
JOHN CATOR, Esq., M.P. | Sir MARCUS SAMUEL, Part. 
LORD DALMENY. | H. MELVILL SIMONS, Esq. 
His Grace the DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE, G.C.V.0.. | HENRY ALEXANDER TROTTER, Esq. 


Col. the Hon. EVERARD C. DIGBY. | Right Hon. the EARL OF VERULAM., 


Sir CHARLES RIVERS WILSON, G.C.M.G., C.B. 


Business transacted by the Company :— 
(1) Life Insurance, with and without Profits, with special provisions for the payment 

of Estate Duties. 

(2) Fire Insurance of every description. 

(3) Insurances to cover Loss of Rent, Interest and Profit, consequent upon Fire 
damage to Property. 

(4) Marine Insurance. 

(5) Burglary, Theft, and Plate Glass Insurance. 

(6) Accident, including Personal Accident, Motor Car and Employers’ Liability 
Insurance. 


Fidelity Guarantee and Sinking Fund Policies are also granted. 
A D rt 


BONUS YEAR 1913.—With-Profit Life Policies effected this year at FULL ANNUAL 
PREMIUMS will rank for ONE Year’s Bonus as at 3lst December, when the next 
QUINQUENNIAL VALUATION fills to be made. 

ROBERT LEWIS, General Manager. 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FripayY, April 11. 


JAMAICA ESTATES AND RUBBER PLANTATIONS LTD. 
EB. Reaper & Sons Lp. 

BALts LTD. 

JosErPH BARRON LTD. 

Dvo-Cars Lp. 

WILLIAM Bourton & Co, Lrp. 

J. Gorpon & Co, Lrp. 

ROBERT SNAYLAM & Co, LTD 

ALBERTA COMMERCIAL SYNDICATE, LTD. 

West Env RirLe CLoB, Ltb. 

K. J. P. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

PHILAERIAN, LTD. 

FELIX ABRAHAM & Co, LTD. 

COKB, CLAY, AND CHALK SYNDICATES, LTD. 
PRONGLESS BUCKLE CO, LTD. 

GLOUCESTER WORKING MEN'S INSTITUTE Co, LTD, 
Pustiic House TRUST (NOTTINGHAM AND NotTTs), Ltp. 
JouN BR. Sorio & Co, Ltp. (Reconstruction). 


London Gazette.— TUESDA7, April 15. 


ENGLISH Record Co, LTD. 

SMALL INVENTIONS CoO, LTD. 

STOCKPORT AND DISTRICT RAILWAY SERVANTS’ COFFEE TAVERN Co, Ltp. 
ROWE SHIPPING VO, LTD. 

SOCHIBAIEFF PeTRoLeuM Co, LTb (Reconstruction). 
KINOPLASTIKON SYNDICATE, LTD. 

BELDAM Tyk&s, LTD (Reconstruction). 
LANCHESTER AND DISTRICT WOKKMEN'S CLUB, LTD, 
NETHERWOOD, KELSEY & Co, LTD. 

BRATTON Dairy Co, Lo. 

KIBBLE STEAM LAUNDRY Co, LTD. 

C. J. HENDERSON, LTD. 

MRITISH Resin Works, Ltp. 

HEREFORD HiGH ScHOOL FoR GIRLS, LTD. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cuarm, 
London Gasette.—Futpar, April 11, 


Manspey, Isaac Moses, Kensington gdns ter, Hyde park May15 Mars len v Mareden, 
Joyce, J Joseph, Feuchorch at 


London Gazette.—Toxspay, April 16. 


Kiaxyess, Joun, Mincing lane May 19 Hingeston-Randolph yv Hill and Another, 
Joyce,J Fawesett, Howard House, Arundel st, Strand 








Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Craim, 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 11. 


— 

AITKEN, ALEXANDER MUIRHEAD, jun, Wellesley mans, West Kensington May 13 
Freeman, Walbrook 

AKRILL, ELIZABETH, Edgbaston, Birmingham May 31 Clark, West Bromwi-h 

ARTHUR, FANNY ANNE, Buckland tout Saints, Devon May 8 Woollcombe & Sons, 
Plymouth 

BOWMAN, GuOoRGE, Hull May 10 Woodhouse & Chambere, Hull 

BOWMAN, GkorGE WALTER, Beverley, Yorks, Vish Merchant May 10 Woodhouse & 
Chambers, Hull 

BROWN, ELLEN, balderstone, Lancs May 1 Taylor, Blackburn 

—— MARIA GRKACE, Ham Common, Surrey May 15 Morgan & Co, Old 
troad st 

BUNN, JAMES, Foleshill, Warwick May 24 Rotherham, Coventry 

CARTWRIGHT, JAMES, Temple Bruer, Lincoln, Farmer May1 Burton & Co, Lincoln 

CRESSWELL, Major CHARLES EDWARD, Ellorker gdns, Richmond, Surrey May 2) Chap- 
man & Co, Dover st 

GOODWIN, ALBERT, Elmers End, Beckenham May 12 Emmet & Coy, Bloomsbury sq 

GREAME, HENRY CHARLES, brough, Yorks Wool Broker May 22 Ives n & Co, Hull 

HANKIN, HENRY HUbDsos, Hatfield, Herts June 24 Longmore & Co, Hertford 

HANSON, JOHN HOGGARD, Sumatra rd, West Hampstead May 31 Hallowcs & Carter, 
Bedford row 

HEATON, JAMES HEMMINSLEY, Birmingham May %3 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

HERSCHELL, ADOLYH, Oxton, Chester May 26 Rogers & birkett, Liv 1poui 

HOLMAN, JAMES, Copthorne, Sussex April 30 Hughes, East Griustead 


Horwoop, CAROLINE, Hitcham, Bucks May 30 Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

HUNTER, MARGARET, Penrith May 14 Cant & Fairer, Penrith 

Jowert, HANNAH, Halifax May15 Boocock & Son, Halifax 

Lewis, Joun Lioyp, Cardiff, Commission Agent May 10 Stephens, Cardiff 

LINTOTT, ALFRED CHARLES, Brighton Mav 5 Neale, Brighton 

Lister, EMILY, Bridlington Quay, Yorks May 31 Irons, Sheffield : 

——— JANE, St Paul's rd, Burdett rd, Limehouse May 14 Rawlinson & Son, New 

road st 

MARZETTI, ELEANORE CHARLOTTE, Stanwick rd, West Kensington May 12 King, 

Iroumonger In 


| MASTERMAN, HeNkY CHAUNCY, Pancras In June 20 Masterman & Everington, 


Pan ‘ras In 


| MATTHEWs, EDWARD, Winton, Bournemouth May 23 Minshall & Co, Llangollen 
McBURNIE, JANE, Lansdowne pl May 24 Hulse & Co, 61, Cheapside 
| MILLS, MARIA, Park rd, Regent’s Park May 10 Torr & Co, Bedford row 


MORGAN CATHERINE ANN, Warwick st, Deptford May 9 Martin, Queen st 


| MUSGRAVE, GEORGE ARTHUR, Torquay May 15 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary, West- 


minster 


NETTLEFOLD, FREDERICK, Streatham grove, Norwood May 21 Collyer-Bristow & Co 


Bedford »ow 
PHILIPPI, THEODORE Rootu, Llandudno May?7 Slater & Co, Manchester 
PICKKTT. FRANCIS. Bognor May 13 Staffurth, Bognor 
POLLARD, FREDERICK, Bournemouth May7 Maude & Tunnicliffe, Arundel Hous», 
Arundel st, Victoria Embankment 
ROBINSON, ELLEN, Northowram, Halifax, vm gy June2 Dey, Halifax 
ROUTL*DGR, ELEANOR, Brampton, Cumberland, May 3 8S & H S Cartmell, Brampton 
ROUTLEDGE, t LIZABETH, Brampton, Cumberland May 3 8 & H S Cartmell, Brampton 


RUFFLE, RICHARD, West Norwood, Surrey May 7 Maude & Tunnicliffe, Arundel House , 


Arundel st, Victoria Embankment 

SALMON, HENRY, Clactonon sea May 10 Hargrue & Co, John st, Bedford row 

“AVAGE, WALTER SMITH Sheffield May 14 Davies, Netherton, Dudley 

ScoTt, WILLIAM, Holbeck, Leeds, Iunke-per May 12 Newstead & Wade, Otley 

SENIOR, JOSEPH, Sheffield, Pawnbroker My 31 Irons, Sheffield 

SHARP, MARY ANN, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge May 12 Jackson, Wishech 

SHUTTLEWORTH, ASHTON JOHN, Ha.hersage Hall, Derby May 12 Gould & Coombe, 
Sheffie'd 

SMITH, HENRY HERBERT MONTAGUE, Bourne End, Bucks May 17 Venn & Woodcock, 
Seuth sq, Gray's Inn 

SourTeER, DAVID WRIGHT LUTHER, Cumberland ter, Finsbury Park April 30 Davis, 
11D, Regent st 

STEPHENS, THOMAS, Bowdon, Chester April 22 Fieldhouse, Manchester 

STOREY, JOHN TOWARD, South Shields May 10 Mabane & Co, South Shields 

SWINFEN, ELLEN SOPHIA, Brook rd, Clapton May 9 Martin, Queen st 

THORNE, ANNETTE MARY, Baluwayo, Rhodesia, South Africa May 11 Steadman & Co, 
Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 

TRUSSLER, HENRY THOMAS, Cranleigh, Surrey May 3 Smal peice & Co, Guildford 

WestTRoP, JoHN, High Wycombe May 30 Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

WILKES, THINZA ARMSTRONG, Eastleigh May 16 Knight, Southampton 

Wo_D, WILLIAM PENNEFATHER, Hassocks, Sussex Mayl4 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 15. 


ATKIN, ISABELLA, Whyteville rd, Forest Gate May 20 Procter & Baldwin, Burnley 

BARBER, MARY, St Leonaru’s ou Sea May 15 Hammond & Richards, Lincoln's inn 
fle'ds 

BENT, Mary WEIR, Edgbaston, Birmingham Junel Rigbey & Co. Birmingham 

BITTER, CARL GUSTAV ADOLPH, Shepherd’s Bush rd May 13 Samuel & Co, Gre:t 
Winchester st 

BocKING, GkEoRG& EDWARD, Cressing, Essex, Farmer May 12 Cunnington & Co, 
Fraintre: 

BooTusy, Sir BROOKE, Victoriasq May 26 Burch & Co, Spring gdns 

BOSHER, JOHN, Egham, Surrey, Corn Merchant May 13 Horne & Cr, Staines 

BUDDEN, ARTHUR TRACY, Walham Green, Wine Merchaut May 17 Pa-fitt, 569, 
Fulham rd 

CARR, ISABELLA, A'nwick April 30 Wade & Rebertson, Alnwick 

CROFT, WILLIAM, Hove, Sussex May 20 Nye & (lewer, Brighton 

CUNLIFFE, PETER GIBSON, Handforth, Chester May 10 Brown & Co, Stockport 

DEAN, HANNAH, Pendleton, Lancs May 74 Walker & Co, Manchester 

GASKELL, RICHARD ALLANSON, J.V., V.D., Huyton, Lancs May 31 srewis & Sons, St 
Helens 

HAIGH, JOHN THOMAS, Huddersfield May 31 Rimsden & Co, Huddersfield 

HARWARD, FRANCIS VERNON, Beckenham, Kent May 26 Hasties, Lincoln's inn fi. lds 

HATHAWAY, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Grangetuwn, Yorks, Steel Works Labourer May | 
Punch & Robson, Middlesbrough 

HILL, THOMAS, Ecclesall, Sheffield, Stone Mason May 6 Pye-Smith & Barker, Shefticld 

Hopeson, JOHN, Morecambe, Lancs May1 Maxsted & Co, Castle Park, Lancaster 

HOWELLS CEecILiA, Gilfach Goc»,Glam May13 Gwyn & Gwyn, Cowbriage, Glam 

HuN?T, ELIZABETH ANN, Montserrat rd, Putney May 31 Baker & Co, Abchurch In 

JEFFREY, JOHN, Sunderland April 28 Steel & Co, Sunderl nd 

MANDALE, JosEry, Mungrisdale, Cumberland April 30 Hewiteon & Harker, Appleby 

MORLEY, HENRY SAMUEL, “ orcester, Confectioner May 15 Roberts, Birmingham 

Mov sky, HeRneRT COULTHARD, Halifax May i7 Farrar, Halifax 

PERKINS, JOHN, MRCS, Henry st, St Johns Wood, May 16 Burn & Son, Bell yard, 
Doctors Commons 

PUGH, FREDERICK, Birmingham May 9 Jaques & Sons, B’rmingham 

Ratsbow, Mary Lucy, Hsyward'’s Heath Mayl2 Fairfax & Parfieid, Banbury 

KANDLES, MARY ANN, Lianymynech, Montgomery May 17 Elwards, Oswestry 

REYNOLDS, ALICE, Ilkley, Yorks May1 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 

Rome, EMMA, Bow In, Finchley May 22 W A &G A Brown, Lincoln’s inngfields 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOoORGaTEm STrHRaaT, LONDON, F.C. 
ESTABLISHED in 890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied oy Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


application. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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SHEPPERD, Bessiz EMMA, Eynsham, Oxford May 7 James & Co, Fore st 
SMETHURST, Mrs ELIZABETH ALICE, Tarporley, Chester May 15 Boote & Co, Man- 


chester 
SPEEDY, HUBERT DUNCAN, Paddington and Southall, Timber Merchant May 24 Fair- 


brother, Leadenhall st 


SPENCER, Rev WILLIAM, Coseley Vicarage, nr Bilston, Staffs May 28 Blundell & Co, 


Serjeant’s inn, Fieet st 


SuTTON, WILLIAM, Little Hoole, Preston, Farmer May1 Smith & Fazackerley, Preston 
May7 Powell & Vo, Ebbw Vale 


THOMAS, FANNY MAJor, Ebbw Vaie, Mon 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY,'April 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

AYLING, EDMUND, Worthing, Milk Currier 
Pet April? Ord Aprii 7 

BARKER, WILLIAM, Royston, Yorks, Colliery Labourer 
Barnsley Pet April 5 Ord April 5 

BULTEAUX & CO, Mincing In, Merchants High Court 
Pet Mari18 Ord April 8 

Bury, WILLIAM HENRY, Darwen, Lancs, Weaver Black- 
burn Pet April3 Ord April 3 

CAMERON, ALLISTER JOHN McINTOSH, Richmond, Surrey 
Fancy Draper Wanusworth Pet April? Ord April7 

CLAY, BARNARD AUGUSTINE, Burrell’s Corner, Cambridge, 
Gentleman High vourt Pet Mar14 Ord April 8 

CooNEY, ARTHUR EDWARD, Greenwich, Boot Dealer 
Greenwich Pet Mar20 Ord Aprils 

CRAVEN, JOHN, South Shore, Blackpool, Coal Merchant 
Wigan Pet April 3 Ord April § 

Easton, ROBERT, Blyth, Northumberland, Fruiterer 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet AprilS Ord Aprils 

HODGKINSON, FRANK, Cheltenham, Coach JBuilder 
Cheltenham Pet April9 Ord April 9 

HILLYARD, WILLIAM INGYON, Thrapston, Northampton. 
Coal Merchant Peterborough Pet April 9 Ord 
April 9 

JONES, JOHN FREDERICK, Pontlottyn, Glam, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April 8 Ord Aprils 

JORDAN, HENRY WILLIAM, Worcester, Baker Worcester 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 

LAWRENCE, JOHN WILLIAM OLIVER, Brierley Hill, Staffs, 
Draper Stourbridge Pet April4 Ord April 4 

LEE, DUNCAN CAMPBELL, Portsmouth st, Lincoln's Inn 
fielas, Journalist High Court Pet Mar 12 Ord 
April 9 

LOXLEY-FIRTH, EDWARD, Hope, Derby Stockport 
Marl4 Ord April 9 


Brighton 


Butcher 


Pet 





NOAD, CHARLEs A, Carey st, Lincoln's Inn, Law S‘ationer, 
High Court Pet Mar 6 Ord April 9 

NoaH, Morris, Commercial rd, Confectioner High Court 
Pet Mir 15 Ord April 9 z 

Roperrs Hue, Hawk Green, Marple, Cheshire, Farmer 
Stockport Pet Mari14 Ord Aprily 

KOWBOTHAM, HARRY, Wolverhampton, Butcher Wolver-: | 
hampton Pet Apr!9 Ord April 9 

SKELTON, HARRY, Halifax, Butcher Halifax Pet April 9 
Ord April 9 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham Pet 
Mar 18 Ord April 9 

TANNETT-WALKER, ARTHUR TANNETT, Leeds 
April8 Ord April 8 

TANNETT-WALKER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, 
Leeds Leeds Pet April 8 Ord April 8 

TANSLEY, ViVIAN, Leeds, Importer Leeds Pet April 8 | 
ord April 8 

WARD, HERBERT, Middlesbrough, Joiner Middlesbrough | 
Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

WATERMAN, ALBERT CECIL, Wallington, Manager to Paper 
Merchants High Court Pet Aprii8 Ord April 8 

WBITELEY, JOHN JAMES, Great Yarmouth, Tobacconist 
Great Yarmouth Pet April 8 Ord April 8 


7 FIRST MEETINGS. 


BARKER, WILLIAM, Royston, Yorks, Colliery Labourer 
April 21 at 10.30 Off Rec, County Court Hall, Regent | 
st (Eastgate Entrance), Barusiey } 


Leeds Pet 


Meanwood, 


Sons, Birmingham 








Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bury, WILLIAM Henry, Darwen, Lancs, Weaver April 
21 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

CAMERON, ALLISTER JOHN McINTOSH, Richmond, Fancy 
Draper April 21 at 2.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

CLAY, BARNARD AUGUSTINE, Burrell’s Corner, Cambridge 
April 2lat 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

DEAN. JOHN, Old Trafford, Manchester, Timber Merchant 
April 2lat% Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

JORDAN, HENRY WILLIAM, Worcester, Baker April 19 at 
11 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

KELWAY, WILLIAM THOMAS, Falmouth, Builder April 21 
at12 Olf Rec, 12, Princes s', Truro 

LEE, Duncan Campbell, Portsmouth 
Fields, Journalist April 22 at 1 
Carey st 

NAHMAD, Moses Harm, Withingtun, Manchester, Grey 
Cloth Agent April 21 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

NOAD, CHARLES A, Carey st. Lincoln's inn, Law Stationer 
Aprii 22 av12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

NOAH, MORRIS, Commercial rd, Coniectioner 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PROFFITT JOSEPH, Warrington, Pig Dealer April 21 at 2.30 
Uff Rec, Byrom st, Manc..ester 

READ, EVERARD, Cropwell Bishop, Notts, Dealer in Works 
of Are April 19 at ll Of Kec, 4, Castle pl, Paik 8, 
Nottingham 

TASKER, MARK, Goulceby, Lincs, Publican 
Olf Rec, 10, Bani st, Lincoln 

THOMAS, EVAN, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Colliery Overman 
April 2Zlat 12 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

TOWLE, PERCY, New Sawl+y, Derby, Laca Manufacturer 
April 21 at 11 Off Rec, 4 Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
ham 

TOLLEY, J, Carshalton, Builder April 23 at 11 
rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

VINE, SAMUEL HENRY, Dorchester, Dorset, Tailor April 
z2at 1 Ovf Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, salisbury 

WATERMAN, ALBERT CECIL, Blevheim gdns, Wallington- 
Manager to Paper Merchauts April 23 at 11 Bank 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


AYLING, EDMUND, Worthing, Milk Carrier Brighton 
April7 Ord Apr17 

BARKER, PAULINS, Bloomsbary street, Boarding House 
Keeper High Court Pec Feb4 Ord April 7 

BARKER, WILLIAM, Royston, Yorks, Colliery Labourer 
Barnsley Pet Apr.l5 Ord April 5 

BELTON, EDWARD JOSEPH, Bloomsbury sq,Solicitor High 
Court Pet Dec18 Ord April8 

BENZIE, GEORGE MORISON, ‘Knightsbridge Hote', London, 
Minins Engineer High Court Pet Feb 3 Ord April 7 

Bury, WILL(AM HENRY, Darwen, Lancs, Weaver LB.ack- 
burn and Darwen Pet April 3 Ord April3 

CAMERON, ALLISTEK JOHN MCINTOSH, Richmond, Surrey, 
Fancy Draper Wandsworth Pet April? Ord April? 

CRAVEN, JOHN, South shore, Blackpool, Voal Merchant 
Wigan Pet Ap il3 Ord April9 

DAVIDSON, ARCHIBALD, Guernsey, Channel Islands, Army 
ufficer Portsmouth Pet Feb 11 Ord April 7 

EASTON, ROBERT, Waterloo, Biyth, Northumberland, 
Fraiterer Newcastle upon Tyne Pet April 8 Ord 
April 8 

FREEMAN, VERNON, Abercelyn, Bala, Merioneth Wrexham 
Pet Mar 17 Ord April 9 


st, Lincoln's Inn 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 


April 22 at 


April 24 at 12 


132, York 


Pet 





HOME 


the slums und the poorer suburbs of 


cannot be helped by their contribution 


populous poor districts of South London 





MISSIONS 


(Central Finance). 
The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 


other industrial towns; in doing so it acts asa GENTRAL AG&NCY 
for conveying help to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. 
The Society’s work is of very real importance at the present moment. 
enables Churchpeople in any given part to send help to those needy places 
which are beyond the border of the Diocese in which they live, and therefore 


the A.C.S. has given great help in the past to the growing populations in Barrow, 
Grimsby and Middlesbrough, to the colliery regions of South Wales, and to the 


A.C.8. Office : 14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8.W. 


large cities, and for the mining and 
It 
to its Diocesan Finance. 


In this way, 


and “ J,ondon over the Border.” 








WILES, JOHN, Horndean, Hants 

WILKINSON, GEORGE, Barnsley April 30 Newman & Bond, Barnsley 

WILLIAMS, RHYS LLEWELYN, Abergwessin, Brecon 

WOOLLEY, THOMAS CECIL SMITH, South Collinghem, Notts 
field, Great Winchester st 





Tym, Moses, Godley, Hyde, Chester, Farmer May5 Knowles & Son, Hyde 
WALL, HANNAH, Ashover Derby 4% 
WILSON- BROWNE, WILLIAM PERCY, Erdiagton, Warwick, Merchant May9 Jaques & 


fay 1? Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield 


May 15 Robinson, Portsmouth 


Vaughan, Builth Wells 


July 1 
May 31 Woolley & Whit- 


| BuLTEAUX & Co, Mincing In, Merchants April 21 at 12 | GILRs, MARY, Twerton, Bath, Haulier Bath Pet Mar 6 


Ord April 6 
HILLYARD, WILLIAM INGYON, Thrapston, Northampton, 
Coal Merchant Peterborough Pet April 9 Ord 


April 9 
HODGKINSON, FRANK, Che'tenham, Coach Builder Chel- 


tenham Pet April9 Ord April 9 

JoNES, JOHN FREDERICK, Pontlott)n, Glam, Butcher 
Merthvr Tydfil fet AprilS Ord April 8 

JonDiN, HENRY WILLIAM, Worcester, Baker Worcester 
Pet Apr.l8 Ord April 8 

LAWRENCE, JOHN WILLIAM Hill, 
Stafford, Draper stourbridge Ord 
April 4 

MALCOLM, IRVINE, Chester sq High Court Pet Feb 17 
Ord April 9 

MUSLIN, LEwis, Brighton, Tailor Brighton 
Ord April 8 

PRITCHARD, 4 G (male), Newcastle under Lyme, Staffs, 
Provision Dealer Hanley Pet Mar z6 Ord Apri! 7 

RowsoT +AM, HARRY, Wolverhampton, Butcher Wolver- 
hempton Pet Apri: 9 Ord April 9 

SKELTON, HARRY, Hal fax, Butcher Halifax Pet April9 
Ord April 9 

TANSLEY, VIVIAN, Hull, Importer Leeds Pet April 8 
Ord April 8 

TUPPER, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Winton, Bournemouth 
Cycle Agent Poole Pet Mar 20 Ord April 7 

WARD, HERBERT, Middl-sbrough, Joiuer Middlesbrough 
Pet April7 Ord April 7 

WATERMAN, ALBERT CECIL, Wallington, Manager to Paper 
Merchants High Court Pet AprilS Ord April 8 

WHITELEY, JOHN JAMES, Great Yarmouth, Tobacconist 
Great Yarmouth Pet April 8 Ord April 8 


OLIVER, Brierley 
Pet April 4 


Pet Mar 10 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, April 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ASLIN, ALFRED ERNEST, West Bridgford, N. tts, Ware- 
houseman Notcingham Pet April li Ord April 11 

BRACK, ROBERT WILSON ForeEsT, Stockton on Tees, 
Farmer stockton on Tres Pet April9 Ord April 9 

CHAPPELL, HERBERT, Pode Hole, Spaldiag, Lincs, Build. r 
Peterborough Pet April 10 Ord April lo 

CHISLETT, HeNRY SAMMAN, Deddington, Oxford, Draper 
Oxford O:d Aprilll Ord April 11 

COCKER, Konert, Eston, York, Miner Middlesbrough 
“Pet April it Ord April 11 

EBERHARDT, FREDERICK CHARLES BARLOW, Wylde Green 
Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Surgeon Birminghaw 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

GINN, GEORGE BERKLEY, Cleethorpes, Telegraph Clerk 
Great Grimsby Pet April 10 Ord April lu 

GorRER, LEWIS, Priory r', West Hampstead High Court 
Pet Jan 3 Ord April 11 

GRIFFITH, OWKN, Penihos, Bethel, Llanddeiniolen, 
Carnarvon, Quarryman Bangor Pet Ap.il 10 Ord 
April 10 

Gripper, JOHN BELL, Cannon st, Architect High Court 
ret Jan 2 Ord Mar 12 

HARTWELL, Sir BRODERICK, Walpole st High Court Pet 
Jan 2& Ord April 11 

HARVkY, Harry, I Iston on the Hill, Leicester, Mechanic 
Leicester Vet April 12 Ord April 12 

HARVEY, WILLIAM Hevry, Bulweil, Nottingham, General 
Dealer Nottingham Pet Apriiil Ord April 11 

HEBDON, GEORGE THOMAS, and HENRY WILLIAM HEBDON, 
Middlesbrough, Yeast Merchants M.ddlesbrouga 
Pet April 10 Urd April lu 

Hzaos, JoHN WILLIAM, Hednesford, Staffs, General Draper 
Walsall Pet April 10 Ord April ly 

HOFFMANN, 8, Festherstone bldgs, Holborn, Merchant 
High Court Pet Jan z8 Ord April 11 

HorRoOcKS, DANIEL, Sutton Oak, St Helens, Lancs, Licensed 
Victualler Liverpool Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

LENNOX, CECILIA U, Chichester Brighton’ Pet Dec 31 
Ord April 11 

LoWE, FRANCIS, Moss Side, Lancs, Paint Contractor Sal- 
ford Pet April 9 Ord April 12 

MORGAN, WILLIAM JAMES, Ilford, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Chelmsford Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

MORTON, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough Cvai Dealer Middles- 
brough Pet April9 Ord April 9 

PHILLIPS, RACHEL, Login, Carmarthen 
Pet April 10 Ord A, ril 10 

PHirrs, ALBERT Epwarv, Leicester, Plumber Leicester 
Yet April 12 Ord April 12 

RowE, RoBERT EDWARD, Halwell, nr Totnes, Farmer Ply- 
mouth Pet Aprilll O;d April 11 

SCHNEIDEX, JacoB, Nutford pl, Edgware rd, Baker High 
Court Pet Mar7 O:d April 10 

Suaup, ARTHUR HENRY, Mangotsfleld, 
P.t Mar 7 Ord April 11 

SINGLETO., BENJAMIN, Skelmersdale, Lancs, 
Liverpool Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

TALBOT, CHARLES FREDERICK WALTER, 
April 12 Ord April 12 

TOWNSEND, CHARLES EpwWIN, Nap‘o1, Warwickshire, 
Grocer W.rwick Pet April11 Ord Aprii ll 

UMPLEBY, EDGAR, Seiby, Yorks, Tea Salesman York Pet 
April1l Ora April 11 

WALSHAW, WILLIAM, Hemlington, Yorks, Farm Servant 
Stockton on Tees Pet April9 Ord April? 

WILSON, JOHN FREDERICK, Fore st, Printer High Court 
Pet-Mars8 Ord Apr.l 10 


Carmarthen 


nr Bristol 
Butcher 


Oxford Pet 
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WITHNALL, W & E, Maidenhead, Outfitters Windsor Pet 
Mar 2s Ord April 12 

WooLnousK, EDWARD, Potternewton Park, Leeds, Enter- 
tainer Leeds Pé. Aprilil Ord April 11 

WOOLLEY, HENRY CHARLES Wootten, Plymouth, 
master Piymouth fet Aprillo Ord April il 


School 


FIRST MEETINGS 


EDMUND, Worthing, ‘Milk Carrier April 23 at 
Off Keo, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 
ARCHIBALD LEONARD, Filton, Bristol, Newsagent 
Ot Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
BEAMISH, MABEL ALEXANDRA, Stogursey, Somerset 
April 23 at 3 Off Kec, ¥, Bedford circus, Exeter 
BRACK, ROBERT WILSON Forest, Stockton on Tees, Farmer 
April 25 at ll Motel Metropole, 
on Tees 
CHARLESTON, THOMAS WILLIAMS, 
Merchant's Clerk April 23 at 
Westminster bridge rd 
Cuivers, Georce HERBERT, 
Plumber April 23 at 11.45 
Bristol 
CocKER, KoBpERT, Eston, Y 
OW Rec, Court chmbrs 
COONEY, ARTHUR EDWARD, Greenwich, Boot 
April 23 at 12 Liv, Yorkrd, We tmiuster Bridge rd 
CRAVEN, JOUN, Wigan, Coal April 24 at 11.30 
off Rec, 19, Exchange st, 
EASTON, KOBERT, Blyth, 
April 24 atll Of Rec, 
Tyne 
FREEMAN, VERNON, 
atlz Crypt chm 
Gites, MARY, 
om Rec, 26 
GInN, Groron Be 
Clerk April 25 at 
Great Grimsby 
GIRLING, CLEMENT 
26 at 11.45 
Gooner, Lewis, Priory rd,;\ West Hampstead 
Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 
GRirFiTi, OWEN, Penrhos, Bethel, Lianddeiniolen, Car 
narvou, Quarryman April 24 at 1230 Crypt chmbrs, 
Chester 
Gripper, JouUN RELL, Cannon st, 
il Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
HARTWELL, Sir BRODRICK, Walpole st, B 
atl bBankruptey bidys, Carey st 
HARVEY, HARRY, Iliston on the Hill, Leic»ster, Mechanic 
Aprii 2% at3 Off Kec, Berndge st, Lei ester 
HEBpON, GEORGE THOMAS and Henry WILLIAM HEeBDEN 
Middlesbrough, Yeast Merchants April 25 at 3 
Ree, Court « hmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrou :h 
Haas, JOHN) WILLIAM, Hedlesford, Staffs, Draper April 
watl2 Off Rec, 30, Lichtield st, Wolverhampton 
HorrMANN, 8, Featherstone bldgs, Holborn, Merchant 
April 23 at11..0 Bankruptcy bidgs, Car ey at 
JOUNSON, STANLEY, Dover, Grocer 3 at ill 
Castle st, Canterbury 
JONES, JOHN FREDERICK, Pontlottyn, Giam, Bateher April 
zt at 12 uff Rec, County Court O.ice, Town Hall, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
LAVINGTOSN, CHARLES DAVID, Woodborry 
Vark, Builder April 23 at 12 
row 
LAWRENCE, JOHN WILLIAM OLIVER, 
Dr.per April2satl2 Of Rec, 1, Priory st, 
LOXLEY-FIRTH, Epwarp, Hope, Derby, Gentlemaa 
25 at 3.30 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
MORTON, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Coal Dealer 
at 1230 Uff Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
brough 
PENNELL, THOMAS, 
April 23 at 11.30 
Furness 
Pores, ALBERT EDWARD, Leicester, Plamb-r 
330 Off Rec, 1, Berridye st, Leicester 
RALPH, FREDERICK JOUN, 
tualler April 25 at 
Canterbury 
Roporr, Hvoen, Hawk Green, 
April 25at3 Off Kec, Vernon st, Stockport 
RowwBoTHaM, HAanny, Wolverhampton, 
at lz Off Ree, 30, Lic Meld st, 
SCHNEIDER, JAcon, Nutford pl, I 
zyatil2 Bankrupt 
SINGLETON, BENJAMIN, Skelmersdale, 
Liverpool April 24 at 11 Off Ree, 
11, Dale st, Liverpool 
SKELTON, HARRY, Halifax, Butcher 
County Court Houce, Presecutt s 
TANSLEY, VIVIAN, Le 
Kec, 24, Bond st, 
TAYLOR, JAMES, Nottingham, 1 
Oi Rec, 4, Castie pl, Park st, 
UMPLEBY, EDGAR, Selby, Yorks, Tea Salesman 
at3 Off Rec, The Red Huuse, Duncombe pl, 
WALSHAW, WILLIAM, 
April 24 at 11.30 
Middlesbrough 
WARD, HERBERT, Middlesbrough, Joiner April 24 at 12 
Off Kec, Court chmbrs Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


AYLING, 
11.30 
BAYLEY, 
April 23 as 11.30 


Lessar av, 
11.30 132%, 


Clapham, 
York rd, 


nr Bristol, 
Baldwin st, 


Bishopsworth, 
On Res, 26, 

, Miner April 24 at 12.45 

A.bertid, Micd) sbrough 


Merchant 
Bol.on 

Northumb:rland, 
10, Mosley st, 


Fruiterer 
Newcastle upon 
Aber meth 


bra, ¢ 


lyn, Bala, Meri 
hester 
Iwerton, Bath, Uaulier 
jaldwin st, Bristot 
tKLEY, Cleethorpes 
lL Off Ree, st 


April 2 
April 23 at 12 


Lines Teleg 


Mary's 


raph 
chuyibrs 


Market Deeping, Lincs, Grocer 
Law Courts, Peterborough 


April 


April 23 at 11 


Architect April 25 at 


tronet April 23 


Apt 1% c8A, 


gr, Finebury 
Oif Kee, 14, Bedford 


Brierley 
Dudley 
April 


April 24 
Middies 


Burton, Westmorland, 
Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, 


Butcher, 
Barrow in 


April 23 at 


Licensed Vix 
Of Kec, 63a, Castie st 


Sandwich, Kent 
11.30 


Marple, Cheshire, Farmer 


Butcher April 23 
Wolverhampton 
(igware rd, Baker 
y bidgs, Carey st 


April 


Lancs, Butcher 
Union Marine bldgs 


April 23 at 
, Hali:ax 
April 23 at 3 


10,15 


eds, 
Leeds 


Importer Off 


uiterer 
Notting 


April 24 at 11 
ham 
April 28 
York 
Hemlington, Yorks, Farm Servant 
Uff Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 





Bridze rd, Stockton | 


| DUNKELSBUHLER, 


Dealer | 


JOHNSON, 


| PHILLIPS, RACHEL, 


ud | 





| 
UMPLERY 


Hill, Staffs, | 


30/- 





WHire.ey, Jonw James, Great Yarmouth, Tobscconist 
April 23at3 On Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

WILSON, JOHN FREDERICK, Fore st, Printer April 23at1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WooLnouse, Epwarb, Potternewton Park, Leeds, Enter- 
taincr April 24at11 Of Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


ASLIN, ALFRED ERNesT, West Bridgford, Notts, Ware- 
houseman Nottingham Pet Apri: 11 Ord Ap il1l 

BAYLEY, ARCHIBALD LEONARD, Filton, Bristol, Newsagent, 
sristol Pet Aprill Ord Aprii 12 

BRACK, ROBERT WILSON Forugsr, Stockton on Tees, 
mer Stuckton on Tees Pet April9 Ord April 9 

CHAPPELL, HEKBERT, Pode Hole, Spalding, Lincoln, Builder 
Pe erborough Pet Aprill10 Ord April 10 

CHARLESTON, THOMAS WILLIAMS, Lessar av, Clapham 
Cleck Wandsworth Pet April 5 Ord April 10 

CHUISLETT, HkNRY SAMMAN, Deddington, Oxitord, Draper 
Oxford Pet Aprilll Ord April 11 

‘LELAND-HOLLAMBY, DoUGLAS M, Barnes, Land Agent 
Wandsworth Pet Feb 14 Ord April lu 

COCKER, KoB«RT, Eston, Yorks, Miner Middlesbrough 
Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

COONEY, ARTHUR EDWARD, 
Greenwich Pet Mar 20 


Far- 


Greenwich, Boot Dealer 

Ord April 11 

REGINALD JOHN, Brook st 
sq High Court Pet Jan 23 Ord April 12 

GINN, GEORGE BERKLEY, Clecthopes, Lincs, 
Clerk Great Grimsby Pet April 10 Ord Apr.l 10 

Grivvitu, OWEN, Bethel, Lianddeiviolen, Carnarvon, 
Quarryman Bangor Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

HARV«Y, HARRY, Liston on th: hi.l, Leicester, Mechanic 
Leicester Pet April\l2 Ord April 12 

HARVEY, WILLIAM HEvkY, Bul well, Nottingham, Genera! 
Dealer Nottingham Pet Aprilll Ord April 11 

HEBDON, GEORGE | HOMAS, and HENRY WILLIAM HEBDON, 
Middlesbrouch, Yeast Merchants Middlesbrougu 
Pet Aprilly O.d April 10 

Hoes, JouN WILLIAM, Hednesford, Staffs, 
sall Pot April l0 Ord April 10 

Horrocks, DANIRL, Sutton Oak, St Hel ns, 
Licensed Victualler Liverpool Pet April 12 
April 12 

STANLEY, Dover, 
Mar 26 Ord April 7 

ONES, WILLIAM EDWIN, 


Grosvenor 


Telegraph 


Draper Wal- 


Lincs, 
Ord 
Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Dalmore rd, West Dulwich 
Telegraphist High Court Pet Mar 27 Ord April 12 
DUNCAN CAMPBELL, Portsmouth st, Lincolus inn 


LER, 
Journalist High Court Pet Mar 12 Ord 


fi Ids, 
Apri: 11 

Morgan, WILLIAM JAMES, Ilford, Solicitor’s 
Chelmsford Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

MoRTON, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Coal Dealer 
brough Pet April ¥ Ord April 9 

Noan, Morais, Commercial rd, C_nfectioner 
vet Mar15 Ord April 12 

Login, Carmarthen, Farmer Carmarthen 
Pe. Aprillv Ord April 10 

Purprs, ALBYRT Evwakp, Leicester, Plumber 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Roporr, Hvuen. Hawk Green, Marp’e, 
Stockport Pet Mar 14 Ord April ll 

Rowe, Rosert Epwarp, Halweil, nr 
Piymouth Pet April il Ord April 11 

SALMON, CHARLES Henry, Brondesbury villas, Kilburn 
Builder High Court Pet Janz Ord April 10 

SINGLETON, BENJAMIN, Skelmersdale, Lancs, Butcher 
Liverpool Pet Ap:il10 Ord April 10 

TOWNSEND, ‘CHARLES EDWIN, Napton, Warwickshire, 
Grocer Warwics Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

EpGanr, Selby, Yorks, TeaSilesman York Pet 
April ll Ord April il 

WALSHAW, WILLIAM, Hemlington, 
Stockton on Tees Pet April ? 

Woo.HousE, EDWARD, Potternewton Park, Leeds, 
tainer Leeds April 11 Ord April 12 


Amended notice substituted for that pubished in 
the London Gazette of Jan 28: 

ALFRED PATRICK Rosk, Old Jewry, Shipo wner 

Ord Jan 23 


Clerk 
Middles- 
High Court 


Leicester 


Cheshire, Farmer 


Totnes, Farmer 


Yorks, Farm Servant 
Ord April 9 
Enter- 


Pet 


SUART g 
High Court Pet Dec 6 





WwWawnNTr-a®D : 


OFFERED FOR THE LAW 
JOURNAL REPORTS, 1894. 
The years 1886, 1888. 1891 ani 1835 


also required. 
P ease Address — 


[HE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, LTD. 


Dealers in all Descriptions of Law Books, 
57, CAREY STREET, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS,  Limiten. 
Every description of Printing. 





PARLIAMENTARY DILLs, MInuTESs oF EVIDENCE, Books 
OF REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, 
&e., &0. 

And all General and Commercial Work. 


FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





NOTICE OF REMOVAL. 


HASELTINE, LAKE & C0., 


CHARTERED PATENT AGENTS. 
beg to aamounce that they have removed to 
28, SOUTHAMPTON BUILDINGS, 
CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
New Telephone Number 5611 Holborn (two lines). 








Now Ready. Royal 8vo, Price 6/- net. 


INCOME TAX. 


A concise exposition of the Law and Practice thereof, 
with instructions as to filling up and returning the 
necessary forms, to which is prefixed a short thesis on 
direct and indirect Taxation, with Forms. By THOS. C. 
JARVIS, b.A. LL.B. Barrister-at-Law. 


London: ErringHamM WILson, 54, Threadneedle St., E.C. 


PATENT-RIGHTS ; 
THEIR ACQUISITION AND MAINTENANCE. 
A Concise Summary of the Principal Facts with which 
Inventors, Manufacturers and others, interested in the 
Protection of Inventions, should be acquainted. 
By G. G. M. HARDINGHAM, 
Men. Inst. M.E., Assoc. Mem, Inst. C.E,, Fev. Cu. Inst. PA. 
CROSBY LOCKWOOD & SON, 
7, STATIONERS’ HALL Court, Lonpon, E.C, 
Revised Ed tion, price 1s. 6d.; by post, 1s. 8d. 


{RESHAM LECTURES.—Dr. BLAKE 

KX ODGERS, K.C., Gresham Professor of Law, will 
deliver Four Lectures on “The History and Jarisd:ction 
of Our Pressnt Criminal Courts,” at ths O:ty of London 
School, Victoria Emhankment, £.C., on April 28th, 29th, 
30th, and May 2nd, at 6 p.m. Admiszion Free to Mea and 
Women. 


>EVERSIONS, Life Interests, Life 

\ Policies, Mortgages on Freehold or Leaseho'd Pro- 

rties ; enquiries invited from Solicitors or others having 
fands availabl for parchass or loans on above invest- 
ments, or requiring to p'ac> similar securities.—Asu- 
PLANTS, Grays Lan-chambers, High Holbora, 


WANTED, £3,000 at 44 per cent. on 

Mortgage of Leasehold Property in the City of 
held tor ten thousand years from 13ch Oxo er, 
‘at @ yearly rent of £29; th> proparty was last 
—AvaM, faatne, & Suecpon, 














Bath ; 
1769, 
valued in 1905 at £11,160, 
Bath. 


TA’ PARTNERSHIP required by Solici- 
4 tor (42), University man, with conveyancing and 
general experience, capital available and a small connoc- 
tion, who is at present a psroner in a firm in the South of 
E: »glan i, bat wishes to return t7 London; would consiier 
ane xchange; share required, £709 to £2800 p.a.—Ap ly, in 
first instance, Messrs. Arwoitp & Co., 76, Cannon-street, 


QOLIcI TOR, with Large Offices in good 
+ position in City, wou!d like to meet with another 
Solicitor to take portion and shara expe.ises.—Apply, 
Kpwakp:, 76, Cheapside, 


£100, 000 AVAILABLE in large or 

sma'l sums lor mortgage oa gool 
cinss Secu tise at muderate rata of interest.—Parti-u- 
jars should be seut to Paiceerr & Excis, Surveyors, 57, 
Cuancery-lane, W.C. 














to be Let in 


QMALL Private Office 
Bedford Row D strict 


, with use of teleoh»ne ant 


clerks’ office. Rent, £29 per annum.—" X. Y. Z.,” cara of 


Wilkes, Jeffery & Co., Ltd, 29, Ludgate-hill, E.C. 


lmyyO0 BE LET OR SOLD, several 
Suites of Chambers ia 
NEW SQUARE, 
LINOOLN's INN. 


For particulars apply, Messrs. E:woart, 40, Chancery- 
lane, W.C, 





good 





-THe PrincipAL INSURANCE 
COMPANIES WILL NOW ARRANGE TO PAY 
THEIR CLIENTS THE FuLt AMOUNT OF 
ToTat Loss INCURRED BY FIRE, AS SHOWN 
BY OUR VALUATIONS, 


FIRE RISK. 


CoLLEcTions, 
FURNITURE, AND OTHER VALUABLES, 
SECURING PROTECTION TO OWNERS, ARE 
PREPARED IN ALL PARTS OF THE KINGDOM. 
7NIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY 
] ’ 20, HANOV EF. SQUARE, W, 


INVENTORIES OF ART 








